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To the Canvip and CHRISTIAN READER; 


HE writer of the following ſheets, hath 
often heard and beheld, with ſorrow and 
concern, the bitter ftrife and unhappy diviſions of 
many profeſſing chriſtians, about divers points in reli- 
gion, not at all, as he conceives, eſſential to man's 
ſalvation, nor profitable to the church of Chriſt ; and 
that of making baptiſm a BAR to communion at the 
Lord's table, 1s, in his opinion, none of the leaſt. 
—Attempts indeed have been made again, and 
again; and that by ſome of the Baptiſts themſelves, 
to break down this new partition wall of LrGa- 
LITY, (for ſo i conceive it to be) whereby Chriſt 
has been divided in his members, as though they 
were not one and the ſame people, built on the ſame 
foundation, and beirs together of the grace of Gor, 
and partakers of the common faith and hope of the 
goſpel; but although thoſe attempts to throw : 
down this dividing wall between believers, in the 
church of Chriſt, has not met with the deſired 
ſucceſs, yet the very attempt to remove occaftons 
of ſtrife, and diſcord among brethren, is in itſelf 
commendable ; and had they purſued this annable 
22 ovjett - 


11 


iv e. 


object of Peace, according to iruib, with a be- 
coming fortitude, and fteadineſs; poſhbly they 
might have obtained what they ſo much deſired, 
and ſought for.—Seek peace, faith the ſcripture, 
and PURSUE it, until, if poſſible, the deſirable 
object may be obtained by us :—but when Mr. 
Booth's apology came out, (which ſome ſuppoſed 
to be unanſwerable) the zeal of thoſe brethren of 
His, whom, in that intereſting point, he ſtrongly 
oppoſed, ſeemed greatly to abate, for I have not 
heard of their having anſwered, or taken the leaſt 
notice of it. Let it is good, ALWAYS to be zealous 
in a good cauſe, provided it be according to knows 
ledge, tempered with unfeigned love to the ſaints, 
and conducted with the meekneſs of wiſdom ; for if 
a man cannot rule and govern his own ſpirit, how 
can ir be expected that he ſhould rule or govern 
that of another man's. — This then is the oREAT 
OBJECT Which I am aiming at and purſuing after, 
viz. peace with all the brethren in Chriſt, in a 
way of righteouſneſs, to the glory of Gop, and 
the edification of his people— :and though but 
little, or no ſucceſs may attend my feeble ef- 
forts, it is, 1 conceive, not only laudable in 
itſelf, but alſo right before Gop, to attempt, 
endeavour, and pray for it. Now to obtain 
this end, I judged it needful to examine into the 
grounds and reaſons of thoſe points, which are 
conſidered and urged by the contrary party, as 
a juſtifying cauſe of their ſeparation.— As one 
therefore who, I hope, hath obtained mercy. of the 
Lord to be faithful, and grace, to love all ſaints, 
| "a 
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as ſuch, for the trutÞs ſake, which dwelleth in 
them.—I have (with much prayer to God, for the 
light and aid of his Spirit) attempted to ſhew my 
opinion of this matter, according to the ſcriptures, 


My aim through the whole has been, not to 
make, but to heal breaches among real chriſ- 
tians, not to divide and ſcatter Chriſt's ſheep 
from the fold of his church, but to unite and 
keep them together, as ſheep of the ſame 
fold, under their common Head and Saviour 
Jeſus Chriſt, who is the Shepherd of us all.— 
But if any man count me a troubler of Gop's 
Iſrael, as Ahab did Elijah; I am content to bear 
that reproach till the Lord come; when I am 
perſuaded, ſuch a one, will be convinced of the 
error and evil of his raſh judgment, in that he 
has ſpoken falſely of perſons and things; which he 
has not known nor underſtood, Let us beware 
of prejudice, for where that evil has once been 
admitted, and gotten poſſeſſion of the heart, truth 
itſelf cannot enter; ſelf-conceit and prejudice will 
not even hear, much leſs examine and try its 
doctrines by the holy ſcriptures,—T hoſe are 
not imitators of the noble Bereans, who ſearched 
the ſcriptures daily, to know if what they had 
heard was agreeable to the ſcriptures or not, 
before they either received or rejected it; but ſuch 
is the diſpoſition and conduct I recommend 
to my readers; for I ſhould be equally ſorry, if 
its being an error they ſhould receive it, or be- 
ing the truth of ſcripture, they ſhould reject it.— 


A man 
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A man that truly fears Gop, ſeeks and deſires 


above all things, to know the truth, even the 
truth as it is in Jeſus, that he may walk in it; and 
to underſtand the will of Gop that he may do it: 
(and ſuch alone are ?ruly /incere, and vpright in heart 
before Gop) will lay aſide all prejudice, as 
much as poſſible, and act as Nathaniel did, and 
come and hear and judge for themſelves; and 
of ſuch it may be ſaid, as it was of him, they 


are chriſtians indeed, in whom is no guile; they 


ſeek not to pleaſe men, but Gow; theſe per- 
ſons will not ſay, I have received the contrary 
opinion, and am ſatisfied with it, and will there- 
fore take no more pains about it, for every 
wiſe man knows, that truth 1s more than a match 
for all oppoſing error, and never ſuſtains any 
loſs by being put to the trial; and though it 
may coſt him ſome pains to engage in new com- 
bats, yet he is well repaid by the freſh victories 
he obtains over the error that oppoſes itſelf to 
him :—but thoſe who cannot bear to have their 
opinion and practice oppoſed or examined, 
without much agitation and reſentment at the 
oppoſition; plainly, I think, ſhew that what they 
have embraced is not the truth ; or they have not 
well underſtood it, or, at leaſt, are not eſtabliſhed 
in it. 


Tux author has no deſign to ſet baptiſm 
afide, as an ordinance of Chriſt, yet he owns it is 
not clear to him how long it was to continue in 
the chriſtian church, nor doth he ſee any war- 
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rant from ſcripture to affert, it was intended to 
continue to the end of the world; this there- 
fore he neither affirms nor denies.—It is not 
unlawful to baptize, becauſe it is not forbidden 
in the divine word. Should any one therefore 
apply to him to be baptized, he would ſay, as 
Philip to the Eunuch, If thou believeſt with 
all thine heart thou mayeſt,“ and upon his 
giving ſuch a confeſſion of faith in Chriſt, as be 
did, he would not ſcruple to baptize him; but 
he would not urge it on a believer, as neceſſary 
to ſal vation, or to church-communion,— zeal 
for opinions, Sc. wherein wiſe and good men 
have differed, and do differ; is carefully to 
be diſtinguiſhed, from a godly zeal for the honor 
of Chriſt, and the proſperity of his church, 
— Nothing is eſſential to true faith, goſpel balineſs, 
and peace, but what the Lord has plainly 


declared, and commanded in his word — there- 


fore all doctrines, opinions, &c. that depend 
on the reaſonings, and authority of men, are 
merely human; and have nothing of Gop's au- 
thority in them they may be right, or they may 
be wrong,—try them by the ſcriptures. 


Pr1De and covetouſneſs are, I conceive, and 
ever have been ; the two great occaſions of all 
doctrinal errors, and contention in the churches of 
; Chriſt. —Let us diſtinguiſh, as Paul did, between 
what is plainly revealed, and what is left obſcure ; 
"perhaps: 9 to try the ſpirits and diſpoſitions of 

. men, 
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men, to make manifeſt what is in their hearts, 

c. With reſpect to the former, he ſays, not 1 

ſpeak, but the Lord; and in the latter caſe, he 

ſays, I ſpeak, not the Lord. This, I conceive, 

ſtrikes at the very root of dividing errors among 

the churches, and is a great part of that wiſ- 
dom that is from above, which is firſt pure, 

then peaceable, gentle, and eaſy to be intreated, 

full of mercy and good fruits, without partiality, 

and without hypocriſy, * 
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O reconcile men to Go, and to one another 
a in righteouſneſs, by JEsus CHRIST ; is evi- 
dently the great and glorious deſign of 
the goſpel :—hence faith and love; whereby, this 
divine reconciliation is effected and maintained, 
through the Spirit; is often ſpoken of, in ſcrip- 
ture, as the ſum and ſubſtance both of goſpel-doc- 
trine, and goſpel- practice. That Chriſt, ſaith he, 
may dwell in your hearts by faith, Eph, ili. for, 
by faith ye ſtand, 2 Cor. i.— walk in love, for 
love is of God; and he that Joveth his brother 
hath fulfilled the law, Rom. xiii.—hold faſt, 
therefore, ſaith Paul to Timothy, the form of 
ſound words, which thou haſt heard of me, in 
faith and love, which is in Chrift Jeſus, 2 Tim. i. 
for, in Chriſt Jeſus, neither circumciſion availeth 
any thing, nor uncircumciſion ; but faith which 
worketh by love, Gal. v. 6. and again; the apoſ- 
tle John ſaith, this is his (the Father's command- 
ment) that we ſhould believe on the name of his 
Son Jeſus Chriſt, and love one another, as be 
gave us commandment, 1 John iii. 23. and again; 
if we love one another, God dwelleth in us, and bis 
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love is perfected in us, 1 John iv. 12, Now from 
theſe, and ſuch like texts of ſcripture, does it not 
plainly appear, that, that Doctrine, and that diſci- 
Pline in the chriſtian church, which tends to pro- 
duce, and maintain this pure evangelical faith and 
love, in the hearts and lives of men, is of Gop: 
Hand, on the other hand; that do#rine, order, or 


diſcipline, which has a contrary tendency, is not 
of Gop ? 


Now if this be the teaching of the Holy 
Spirit, in the ſcriptures of truth; is it not mani- 
feſt, that the dividing tenets, and perplexing diſputes 
of ſome teachers concerning the mode of the 
exiſtence of God, or what is commonly called the 
doctrine of the Trinity? and alſo that of the 
mode and importance of water-baptiſm, (as abſolutely 
neceſſary to be known and believed by all 
ſaints, in order to their communion here, and 
ſalvation hereafter ;) is not the teaching and doc- 
*trine of God in his word; but the mere inven- 
tion and teaching of miſtaken and fallible men? 
and conſequently ought not to be received, nor 
depended on by any, that make the ſcripture the 
only true and certain rule of their faith, and 
Practice. 


1 HUMBLY conceive, therefore, that theſe who 
exclude any of their believing brethren from 
their communion, or refuſe to admit them to 
the Lord's table, merely on account of their 
being of different ſentiments on the ſujeft * 
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mode of baptiſm; or on any other point whatever, 
which the ſcripture hath not made abſolutely | 
neceſſary to ſalvation ;, ſuch perſons, I ſay, do not, | | | 
in my opinion, walk charitably towards their 1 
brethren; nor act agreable to the command- 
ments of God, and the faith of Jeſus. 


believers, as ſuch, (whoſe faith eyidently works 1 
by love) without the leaſt reſpect to their agree- | 
ing or diſagreeing with them, in things merely 
circumſtantial or non-eſſential (and there is nothing. 
in my opinion, eſſential to ſalvation, but what the | 
ſeripture has expreſsly declared ſo to be; nor is any | 
thing eſſential to communion at the Lord's TABLE, : 


| 
| 
I conczive alſo, if chriſtians received all 1 


but what is alſo eſſential to ſalvation) if, I ſay, | 
all chriſtian churches did heartily receive into i 
their communion all true believers, ſuch a practice | 
| 
| 
| 


would, I doubt not, greatly tend to promote 
the good of the church of Chriſt in general, and 
the edification of the ſeveral members of it, in 
particular ; whereby all bitter contention and 
ſtrife about carnal rites, ordinances, &c. would 
be effectually ſuppreſſed, and CHRIST EXALTED, 
and Gop glorified, throughout all the churches of the 
ſaints : and I am perſuaded alſo, that ſuch a 
mutual forbearance and condeſcenſion one to- 1 
wards another, in love; would, at the ſame time, [ 
be the moſt effectual means, and greatly bleſſed 
of God, to their being united in judgment, and 
ef one and the ſame mind, in the Lord: and this, I 
think, the apoſtle plainly teaches, when he 
T2. 
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ſays, receive ye one another as Chriſt received us, 
to the glory of God, Rom. xv. and again, where- 
unto we have already attained, let us walk by the 
ſame rule, let us mind the ſame thing; and if in any 


thing ye be otherwiſe minded, Gop ſhall reveal even 
this unto you, Phil. iii. 


Bur an intolerant diſpoſition and conduct 
towards a weak brother, or doubting chriſtian, ' 
in things not abſolutely neceſſary to ſalvation 
is, I think, evidently contrary both to reaſon 
$ and revelation; they therefore that ſay (in 
[ Points of a circumſtantial nature). it 1s beſt for 
| perſoas who are of the ſame mind to be by 
themſelves, to the excluſion of all others, who 
differ from them, are, I think, evidently 
| miitaken : for, as all men are not endued with 
| the ſame capacities or powers of body or mind; 
| and yet they are all partakers of the ſame human 
nature, and objects of Gop's providential care 
U and regard, and are appointed by him alſo to 

| be mutually dependent, and uſeful to one another in the 

| civil affairs and concerns of this life; ſo all chriſ- 
tians have not the ſame meaſure of faith and 
knowledge, or of gifts, beſtowed on them; yet, 
as ſincere believers, they are all partakers of 
| Chriſt, and are placed in the church for their mu- 
| tual benefit, that they ſhould be aiding and aſſiſt- 
ing to each other in things ſacred and religious; 
' __ andas it is certain that God receives all ſuch into 
his church and favour, whether their faith and 
| gifts be ſtrong or weak, great or ſmall; fo 


Chriſt 
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Chriſt alſo hath appointed ordinances in his 
church; and paſtors, and teachers, for the further- 
ance and edification of all his ſaints; whether 
they be weak or ſtrong in the faith, according 
as he hath received authority and commandment 
from the Father, for that very end and purpoſe : 
he would not therefore have the leaſt of thoſe 
little ones, that believe in him, to be neglected 
or ſhut out of his church ; becauſe it is not the 
will of the Father, who gave them to him, to be 
ſaved by him; that any one, even the leaſt of 
them, ſhould be ſtumbled, or offended, and 


periſn.— Tate heed, therefore, faith Chriſt, hart 


ye deſpiſe not one of theſe little ones that believe ow 
me. 


Tux church is the zurſery of the ſaints; and 
to with-hold, or deprive any of them of thoſe 
means and ordinances which God hath provided 


for their ſpiritual growth, edification, and com- 


fort, is doing them a manifeſt injury; and is a 
with-holding that from them, to which, by the 
divine gift and appointment, they have, in my 


opinion, a clear and undeniable right. And 


as ſuch a conduct is injurious to their weak or 
miſtaken brethren, (if weak or miſtaken as they 
ſuppoſe) ſo they who reje& them do manifeſt 
wrong to their own ſouls; for as the feebleſt 
members of the natural body are parts of that 
body, and are all of them therefore uſeful and 
neceſſary for the good of the whole, as the apoſ- 
tle argues, 1 Cor, xii. ſo are all believers in the 
myſtical 
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myſtical body of Chriſt; they are all eſſential 
parts of that body, and every one members of 
it, in particular, The ſtrong believer, there- 
fore, cannot ſay to the weak, I have no need of 
thee; for we are all members one of another, 
and are Capable of being mutually helpful 
to each other, and are appointed of G09 
ſo to be: Nor can the church of Chriſt be 
complete and made perfect, but in the perfection 
of all its members; and that edification which 
tends to the perfection of the whole, doth not 
conſiſt in any exact uniformity of ſentiment, or 
agreement of all the members of the church 
militant, in ſpeculative notions, poſitive inſtitu- 
tions, or modes of diſcipline ; but in truth and 
love, which 1s the ſubſtance and end of all inſti- 
tutions that tend to the edifying of the body 
of Chriſt, as, I think, the apoſtle plainly teaches, 
Eph. iv. And if this grace be diligently followed 
after and practiſed by all the ſaints ; every thing 
elſe, will, I doubt not, be properly attended to by 
them, which conſtitutes trye decency, and order 
in the churches of Chriſt ; for it does not appear 
that the whole chriſtian church was at any Hes 
exactly of one mind, and judgment in all things; 
unleſs we may except that happy moment 1 

tioned Acts iv. 32. and that perfect oneneſs which 
the hiſtorian there mentions, ſeems to be meant 
of a fervent and perfect love they then had, and 
manifeſted one towards another, in Chriſt Jeſus, 
and for his name's ſake. Nor is it certain that 
che whole church will be ad of one and 

the 
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the ſame mind in all things, this ſide heaven 
for here we know but in part, 1 Cor. xiii.— 
Hence the apoſtle writing to Timothy ſays, the 
end of the commandment, or charge given to 
goſpel reachers, which they ſhould be always 
aiming at in their doctrine and miniſtry, is lor, 
out of a pure heart, and of a good conſcience, and 
of faith unfeigned ; from which, ſays he, ſome hav- 
ing ſwerved, have turned aſide unto va injangling, 
1 Tim. i. Moreover, this pure undiflembled 
chriſtian love alſo is often ſpoken of in ſcripture 
as the moſt certain, univerſal, and genuine 
mark of real converſion to Gop, and of true faith 
in Feſus Cbriſt; for, by this, faith Chriſt, ſhall 
all men know that ye are my diſciples, if ye.love 
one another; and therefore every one that 
loveth is born of Gob and knoweth Gop; but he 
that loveth not, knoweth not Gop, for Gop 3s 
love.“ | 


Hexcex, I think, it plainly follows that ſo 
far, and no farther, doth our preaching, or hear- 
ing, or zeal for any doctrine, ordinance, Or churcb- 
diſcipline, tend to edify the ſaints, and glorify God; 
but, as it tends to promote real chriſtian love 
among the churches of Chriſt in general; and 
the ſeveral members of it in particular ;—for 
this reaſon we are warned by an apoſtle, and 
charged, in a very folemn manner; not to ſtrive 
or fight about words to no profit, for ſuch kind 
of conteſts tend not to edify the ſaints in love, 

{ but rather to make, and increaſe diviſions among 


them, 
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them, and conſequently to perplex, and ſubvert 
the ſouls of the hearers; but he that loveth his 
brother walketh in the light; and, in the truth as 
it is in Jeſus, and there is no occaſion of ſtumbling 
in him; for, if any ſtumble at ſuch a one, he muſt 
look for the cauſe of that ſtumbling in himſelf, and not 
in another. 
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CHAP: I. 


JW FE read, in the New Teſtament, of 
two baptiſms properly ſo called, one 
with water, the other with the Holy 


Spirit —That by water, is an ex- 
ternal waſhing, or baptiſm of the body; the 
outward man.—T hat by the Spirit, is an internal 
waſhing, or baptiſm of the ſoul ; the inward man. 
And the former ſeems to be a figurative repreſenta- 
tion, or emblem of the latter: for as the body is 
purified by water; ſo is the ſoul, of a believer, 
purified by the Spirit, Ye, ſaith Peter, have 
purified your ſouls, in obeying the truth, through the 


Spirit, 1. Pet. i. 


Now Jobn, the Mess1an's barbinger, baptized 
with water only, and not with the Spirit; but 
B Chriſt 
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Cbriſt himſelf did not baptize with water, but 
with the Spirit only: — Christ's diſciples alſo 
are ſaid to baptize, even whilſt he was with 
them, which they probably did, after the manner 
of Jobn, with the baptiſm of repentance, &c. 
whoſe diſciples ſome, if not all of them, had 
been; before they left John, to follow Chriſt. 
But we do not find that Chriſt gave them any 
expreſs command for it; for it is no where men- 
tioned in their commiſſion, when Chriſt (before 


his death) ſent them to preach the goſpel, and 


to work miracles in his name. We read, like- 
wiſe, that after the day of Pentecoſt ; when Chriſt 
himſelf had baptized them all with the Holy 
Spirit, (which he had received from the Farrts, 
for that purpoſe), that the apoſtles had power 
given them to adminiſter that fame Spirit to be- 
lievers, through the laying on of hands, and prayer; 


and this, as ſome ſuppoſe, was whatour Lord emi- 


nently meant, when he faid, he that believeth on me, 
the works which I do, ſhall be do alfo ; and GREATER 
Works than theſe ſhall he do, becauſe I go unto my 
Fararr :—for Chriſt, while on earth, did not 
thus baptize any one with the Spirit. Now it 


is not baptiſm with the Spirit, but that with 


water, which I intend chiefly to conſider z be- 
cauſe, as I conceive, the difference of chriſtians 
about this external and carnal rite, has occaſioned 
much uncharitable ftrife, and — debate; n 
the churches of Chriſt, 
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An here we ſhall conſider theſe three things :— 


1. The jubje#; 2. The mode; and 3. The impor- 


tance of water- baptiſm. 


Ov firſt enquiry then is, who are the proper 
ſubjects of baptiſm ? infants or adults ?—That 
infants are not the proper ſubjects of it, ſeems to 
me plain for theſe Two REASONS ; 


I. Brcausk, we no- where read that Chriſt, or his 
apoſtles have given any precept or command for 
it, Nor, 


2. Dol find a ſingle inſtance, or example of infant 
baptiſm, in all the New Teſtament z and this, I 
think, ought to ſatisfy and ſettle the minds of 
ſerious enquirers, in this particular : for, if there 


be no command for it, nor example of it, certainly 


the practice is not warranted by the holy ſcrip- 
_ tures; conſequently it cannot be ſupported by the 
word and authority of owt but by the * and 
autboriq of men onh. 


Tux church of England doth, I think, plainly 
declare that adults and believers only, are proper 
ſubjects of baptiſm, for her catechi/m ſays, repen- 
tance towards God, and faith towards our Lord 


Jeſus Chriſt, are required of them that come to 


be baptized ; and yet (ſtrangely inconſiſtent with 
herſelf) ſhe admits, and even directs infants 
to be baptized, who can neither repent nor believe ;— 
88 ..\ "8 and 
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| and what, if poſſible, is ſtill more unaccountable, 
! ſhe requires ſponſors, or ſureties, who, in the 
name of the child, ſhall engage and promiſe 
that the child himſelf ſhall hereafter repent and 
believe; though they cannot tell but the child 
may die (as many of them certainly do) before 
| he comes to years of underſtanding; and of 
| thoſe who live to an age capable of hearing and 
| underſtanding the goſpel; many of them may 
ll. never have a heart, or grace given them ta repent, 
1 and obey it: yet thoſe ſureties ſolemnly promiſe 
N that they ſhall repent, &c. Is not this practice 
then of baptizing infants evidently contrary 
both to reaſon and revelation ? To ſay the ſureties 
repent and believe for the child, and that their 
repentance and faith is reckoned or imputed to 
him, is, I think, a romiſb tenet, manifeſtly abſurd 
and unſcriptural; for repentance and faith, being 
0 perſonal alis, and denoting a change of mind, and 
i conduct in the ſubject; it is not poſſible that 
another's faith, &c. ſhould be properly imputed 
to him; but it muſt be a work really wrought in 
bim, and ated by bim.— Nor is it, I conceive, 
eny breach of charity to ſuppoſe, that many of thoſe 
ſponſors are themſelves groſsly ignorant, impeni- 
tent, and unbelieving, 
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Nox have we any ſcriptural ground to believe 
that thoſe who are baptized in their infancy are at all 
Profited I it; for we do not ſee, as they grow upto 
years of underſtanding, that they are more bumble, 
MOOR or rokgiouſy iy than many other 

children 
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children, who are not ſo baptized; and are very 


far from evidencing by their diſpoſitions, tem- 


per, or condułt; that they were really regenerated 
and born apain of the Spirit of God, at the time of 
their baptiſm, as, I think, the church of England 
very erroneouſly ſuppoſes and teaches; both in 
her form of baptiſm, and in her catechiſm.—Neither 


have we any reaſon from ſcripture to ſuppoſe, nor believe 


that children, who die in a ſtate of infancy, are ſaved by 
virtue of their baptiſm, or that any children are loft 


or periſh for want of it; whatever ſome men may 


have imagined or taught to the contrary. 


CHRIST, it is true, would have little children 


to be brought to him ;—it is not ſaid to be bap- 
tized, but to be bleſſed of him, ſee Mark x. 
13—16. for the effettual fervent prayer of a righ- 
teous man availeth much. And when godly 
parents thus offer up their children, in prayer 
to God, praying for a bleſſing on them, in the 
name of the Lord Jeſus, they may, and often, I 
doubt not, obtain bleſſings for them, both tem- 
poral and ſpiritual; not by-baptizing them, (be- 
cauſe God hath no-where appointed or com- 
manded it) but by praying for a bleſſing on them; 
and thoſe chriſtian parents who negle& thus to 
offer up their children to God, in the name of 
the Lord Jeſus, are, I think, very culpable, and 
worthy of that reproof which Chriſt gave to his 
diſciples, when they would have prevented 1700 


shilgren from my — to him, (not, as I ſaid 


before, 
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( 14 3 
before, to be baptized) but that he might pray 
for them, and bleſs them. 


Tue reaſon alſo which our Lord gives why 
he would that little children ſhould be brought, 
and not hindered, from coming to him, is ſpeci- 
ally to be noticed by us; which was this, viz. be- 
cauſe of ſuch is the kingdom of heaven: in which 
words, I humbly conceive, are implied the fol- 


| lowing particulars 


1. Tur Gor, whoſe tender mercies are over 
all his works, and who delighteth in mercy, 1s 
ready to ſhew mercy to little children, as ſuch, 
whether their parents be : ich or poor, believers or 
wnbelievers : for our Lord makes no difference, 
that I can find, between little children, on f bat, 
or any other account whatever; for as, in that 
infant ſtate, they cannot believe on Chrift and confeſs 
bim, ſo neither are they capable of rejefing Chriſt, 
or of denying bim. 


2. Taz words, I think, imply that children 
who die in a ſtate of infancy are not annibilated, 
as ſome have imagined, without having, in my 
opinion, the leaſt ground for it, from reaſon or 
revelation. 


3. Tur ſeem to imply that children dying in 4 
| Pate of infancy are all ſaved, not by virtue of their 
being baptized, but of the ſqvereign mercy of 
God towards them, through Chriſt's redemp- 

| dion 
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, 


tion of them and praying to the Father for 
them, for he prayed, not for the world, but for 
thoſe whom the Father had given him; and 
therefore he would have them to be brought 
unto him, that he might thus mercifully declare 
his good will towards ſuch little ones, and 
pray tor them, and bleſs them.—And when 
Chriſt immediately added, Verily, I ſay unto 
you, whoſoever ſhall not receive the kingdom 
of God as a little child (would receive it) ſhall 
not enter therein; he plainly declared, that a 
childlike, humble, and teachable diſpoſition of mind 
and heart, was abſolutely neceſſary for adult per- 
ſons, in order to their actual admiſſion into the 
kingdom of God; for Chriſt was ſent, and came 
into the world to ſeek and to ſave that which 
Vas loſt; and all ſuch humble ſouls he ſaves, 
and no others; for God reſiſteth the proud, but 
giveth grace to the HumBLE :—we find nothing 
then in this paſſage that warrants, or gives the 
leaſt countenance to infant baptiſm z it makes 
rather againſt it than for it. 


Acain; Some ſuppoſe that the infant offspring 
of believing parents have a right to baptiſm 
becauſe they are ſaid to be boy, 1 Cor. vil. 14. 
but the apoſtle, i in that place, ſays nothing about 
baptiſm, nor has it, in my opinion, the leaſt 
reference to it.— In what ſenſe then are they 
ſaid to be holy? certainly, not as having bolineſs 
communicated to them, from their earthly parents; 
for they who are truly ſanttified, are made holy, 
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not by being born of the fleſh; or of the will of man, 
but or GOD, John i. 13. Nor can they be 
counted properly holy in a relative ſenſe, or as 
having a federal right to the ſpiritual bleſ- 
fings, and privileges of the goſpel, merely becauſe 
they arethe children of believing parents, accord- 
ing to the fleſn; for it is certain, both from ſcrip- 
ture and experience, that the offspring of believers 
are, by nature impure and prone to evil, and chil- 
dren of wratb, even as others, whoſe parents are not 
believers ; and muſt all of them be born again, 
before they can enter the kingdom of God: 

In what ſenſe then doth the apoſtle call them 
boly ? in the ſame ſenſe, as I conceive, that the 
unbelieving wife is ſaid to be ſanctiſed or made 
holy, by the believing huſband, and the unbelieving 


 buſband by the believing wife: but how is the un- 


believing wife ſanctified? ſurely not made holy 
in her own perſon, by virtue of her marriage rela- 
tion to a believing huſband, nor as obtaining 
thereby a right to chriſtian baptiſm, or to any goſpel 
privilege whatever, for the apoſtle ſuppoſes her 
to continue an unbeliever; and conſequently as 
unholy! in ber ſelf, and in her diſpoſitions, as any other 
unbeliever, who, as yet, obeys not the goſpel of 


Chriſt ; but being ſanctified of God to the be- 


eving huſpand, as his lawful wife, ſhe is there- 
fore, in that connection, ſanctified by her believing 
buſband, with reſpect to the iſſue he may have 


by her; and hence the apoſtle infers the holineſs 


6f their offspring, becauſe their marriage was 
fcripturally lawful -and approved of God; for 


_ elſe, 


TE 
elſe, ſays he, were your children unclean, but 


now are they holy :—unclean in this place, does, I 
think, only mean, an illegitimate or ſpurious off- 


ſpring, the children of whoredom, and unclean- 


neſs; as all thoſe are whoſe parents are not 


ſcripturally joined together in marriage, accord - 


ing to the allowance, and appointment of Gon: 
—conſequently their being called boy, in 
oppoſition to that ncleanneſs, can only ſignify 
a legitimate offspring; as if he had ſaid, they 
are not baſtards, but children begotten in law- 


ful marriage. This, I think, is the obvious 


meaning of the paſſage, for the holineſs here 
aſcribed to their children, evidently depends on 
this, that their marriage was lawful, and that the 
unbelieving party was ſanctified by the believer ; 
and therefore heexhorts the believing huſband not 
to put away his wife (as the Jews did their idola- 
trous wives under the law), nor the believing 
wife to leave her huſband ; for Gop hath called 
us to peace: © and, how knoweſt thou O man, he 
adds, whether thou ſhalt ſave thy wife, &c ?“ 

This view of the paſſage is, I think, well 
expreſſed by Mr. M*Lean in the following 
words: As the unbelieving party is ſanctified 
e of made holy only in reſpect of her being a 


<« lawful wife to the belieyer, ſo the children 


« can have no holineſs in conſequence of this, 
e but that of being a lawful iſſue ;—their 
„ queſtion, as appears from the apoſtle's an- 
<« ſwer, ſays nothing about their children, but 
only chis; may we lawfully retain our unbe- 
L lieving- 


— 


* lieving wives, or muſt we put them away, 


as old Iſrael were obliged to do by the law of 
* Moſes, See Deut. vn. 3. Ezra x. 13.” 


I osstrve further, to the pure all things are 
pure ; thus marriage, as a divine inſtitution, and 
every creature good for food, Gop hath appointed 
and created, to be received with thankſgiving, by tbem 
that believe and know the truth; lee 1 Tim. iv. 3, 4. 
and to them they are ſanctiſied by the word of GoD and 
prayer—but to them, faith the apoſtle, that 
are defiled and unbelieving is nothing pure; for even 
their mind, and conſcience is defiled ; conſequently 
to ſuch perſons, their moſt ordinary employ- 
ments and connections in life, though in them- 
ſelves lawful, are by them defiled, and nothing 
is ſanctified or pure to them; nence their off- 
fpring (as the ſeed of evil Wers and unholy per- 
ſons) cannot be holy, but unclean ; for if the 
root be holy, ſo are the branches; and, on the other 
hand, if ths root be unboly, the Nane muſt be un- 
holy kkewiſe. —Every thing which an unbeliever, 
Or, wicked man doth i is evil, becauſe it is. done 
by a wicked man; therefore it is ſaid, the very 
ploughing of the wicked is ſar, nay even his prayer 
is an abomination to the Lord, becauſe he doth nei- 
ther with a view to the glory of Gop; and as 
Gop hath willed and commanded it. Hence the 
children of believers, and godly perſons are ſaid 
ro be holy, in oppoſition to them whoſe parents 
are utſibelieving and ungodly :—but they can 
have n no right to Papi or any goſpel-privilege 
until 


— 
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until they believe in Chriſt, after the example 
of their believing parents.— What privilege and 
advantage then, ſome may ſay, have the children 
of believing parents above thoſe of unbelievers ? 
1 anſwer, beſides the benefit of their continual 
prayers to Goo for them, they have this advan- 


tage, and a great one it is, viz. their being early 


taught and inſtructed by their religious parents 
in the way of ſalvation through the knowledge 
of Gop, and of his Son Jeſus Chriſt ; which alſo 
is recommended to them and enforced on them 
by the holy example and faith of their believing 
parents, which the children of prophane and 
unbelieving parents are not; and thus, as the 
apoſtle ſpeaks, they are brought up in the nurture 
and admonition of the Lord. And this ſurely is a 
great privilege and advantage which they enjoy 
above other children; for train up à child, ſaith 


the ſcripture, in the way be ſhould go, and when he 


is old he will not depari from it: and this, as the 
apoſtle tells us, was the great advantage which 
the Jews had above the Gentiles z it was not 


their being outwardly circumciſed, which pro- 


fited them nothing, unleſs they kept the whole 
law; but their chief privilege, ſaith the apoſtle, 
Was this, that to them were committed the oracles of 
God, and ſo their children, by that means, were 


gaught to know the boly ſcriptures, from their yeuth, - 
zohich are able to make us wiſe unto ſalvation . 


: Sur which is, in Chriſt Jeſus. 
C# 


Agar, 
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Acain ; It is ſuppoſed by many that baptiſm 
comes in the room of circumciſion - children were 
circumciſed under the Old Teſtament, and by 
that ordinance were received into Gop's cove- 
nant with Abraham; to whom he had ſaid, I 
will be a GOD unto ther, and. to thy feed after thee : 

—hence it is argued that the children of be- 
lievers have a right to baptiſm under the goſ- 
pel, and are thereby received into the church 
of Chriſt ; and that baptiſm is to them a ſeal or 
toten of their being the children of Gop, and 
beirs of the kingdom of heaven , even as the carnal 
Jews ſuppoſed the rite of circumciſion to have 
been, unto the infant ſeed of believing Abra- 
ham; and that none could be ſaved without 
it: —but the apoſtle Paul ſpeaks far otherwiſe, 
and hath fully demonſtrated that the true ſeed 
of Abraham there ſpoken of are not all his 
natural ſeed, but thoſe only who ſhould believe 
in Chriſt, and in Gop by Chriſt, as did Abra- 
ham; whom therefore the apoſtle calls the 
children of promiſe— the children of promiſe, ſaith 
he, are counted for the ſeed. —Nor do I read, in 


the New Teſtament, of any mark or ſeal which 


Gop puts on his choſen or peculiar people; ; either 
by way of diſtin#ien or confirmation, but that of 
his Spirit. And the time af their ſealing is nor 
ſaid to be in a ſtate of infancy, before they bad 
faith, but after they had heard and obeyed the 
goſpel of Chriſt; in whom, ſaith Paul, after hat 
Ic belieued, ye were SEALED wuith that holy Spirit of 


fre 


nf 


promiſe, &c. Eph. i.—and again, chap. iv. grieve 
not the Holy Spirit of Gop, whereby ye are SEALED © 
unto the day of redemption. Gop's everlaſting - 
covenant with Chriſt, and with his people, in Chriſt, 
may very properly be ſaid to be ſealed with his 
blood ;—but it does not appear to me that any 
ordinance, as baptiſm, or the Lord's Supper, can 
with propriety, or truth be called, a ſealing ordi- 
nance; for tho? believers may, and often do re- 
ceive benefit and comfort by a due, and pro- 
per attendance on Gop's ordinances ; yet it is 
not the ordinance itſelf, but the Spirit, through 
faith, that ' ſeals them for Gop, and eftg- 
bliſhes them in the truth, as it is in Jeſus i 
for it will not, I ſuppoſe, be denied that many 
of thoſe who are baptized, and who alſo come 
to the Lord's table, are not real believers in 
Chriſt, with that faith which worketh by love: 
and overcometh the world; for many walk, ſaith the 
apoſtle, of whom I have told you often, that they. 
are the enemies. of the croſs of Chriſt, whoſe end is 
deſtruftion, whoſe god is their belly, and whoſe glory ts 
in their ſhame, who mind earthly things: — for ſuch 
profeſſors, though with their mouths they pro- 
feſs to know and believe in Chriſt, wm in works 
jhey evidently deny bim. 


Crnoumuerein indeed Was a wk or ſeal te 
Abraham of the righteouſneſs of faith, which he 
had in uncircumciſion; therefore it was a ſeal to 
him, only as à believer; conſequently, it could 


not! be a ſeal to any of his offspring in the ſame. 


. 
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ſenſe that it was to Abraham, but as believers 
alſo ;—hence none but thoſe who believe in Gop, 
as did Abraham, whether Jews or Gentiles, are 
conſidered and regarded by the ſcripture, as the 
true ſeed of Abraham to whom the promiſe was 
made, and not to any of his natural offspring, 
merely on the account of their being circumciſed 

how then can it be reaſonably inferred chat 
the children of believers under the goſpel can 
have a right to the bleſſings and privileges of 
the covenant of grace, merely on account of their be. 
ing baptized neither is ou, ¾ ,d circumciſion in the 
Heſb, the true circumciſion, nor that, as I conceive, 
which was a ſeal to believing Abraham of be 
righteouſneſs of faith; but an internal circumciſion 
of the heart is, I think, that which was intended 
and meant by it; for the apoſtle expreſsly ſays, 
eircumciſion is not that which is outward in the fleſh , 
but circumciſion is that of the heart, in the ſpirit, 
and not in the letter, whoſe praiſe is not of men, but 
of Gov. Some perhaps will ſay, if the root be 
bah, ſo are the branches: true; but who are thoſe 
branches? certainly not thoſe who were broken 
off, Becauſe of unbelief—who then? they who, as 
tour bing the election, are ſaid to be loved for the 
Father's ſake, and theſe, ſooner or later if they 
live to years of underſtanding, are all born 
of Gop, believe in Chriſt and follow him; and 
none elſe, in my opinion, have a right to chriſ- 
tian baptiſm, whether they be children of be- 
lieving Jews, or believing Gentiles.—It is an 
Abraham circumciſet} Iſaac whilſt an infant, on 

the 
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the eighth day from his birth, and for this he 
had Gov's expreſs command; and if Gop had in- 
rended that the children of believing parents, 
under the goſpel, ſhould be baptized at eight 
days old, or in a ſtate of infancy, he would doubt- 
leſs have given us an expreſs command for that like- 
wiſe : but as this is no-where commanded us, nor fo 
much as even mentioned, either by Chriſt, or his 
apoſtles throughout the New Teftament; we 
juſtly may, and I think ought to conclude, that 
the baptiſm of infants, is an inſtitution and 
appointment, not of Gop, but of Men. 


Non, in my opinion, doth Col. ii. 11, 12. at 
all countenance the ſentiment -of thoſe, who 
imagined that baptiſm ſucceeded circumciſion, or 
came in the room of it; both of them which 
the apoſtle there mentions, being, as I conceive, 
meant of that which is internal and ſpiritual, and 
not that which is carnal and ontward in the fleſh, 
for they are both repreſented as effected by the 
fame means, even faith; and produced by the 
power of Gop, who, at the ſame time, both puri- 
fies and circumcifes the hearts of his people who 
believe in Jeſus, and in Gop, by him; and that 
to the ſame end likewiſe, viz. for the putting 
the body of the fins of the fleſh ;—in other words, 
the putting off the old man with his deeds, that the 
body of fin might be deſtroyed, that henceforth we 
ſhould not ſerve fin ;—this, I conceive, from the 
cope of the paſſage, is what the apoſtle intends, 
and ſignifies ; and not that baptiſm which is 

outward 
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outward in the fleſh, but that which is internal 
. by the Spirit, which is the true baptiſm of 
Chriſt, by which alone Gop circumciſes and 
- purifies the hearts of his people, through faith 
in Jeſus, who was delivered for our offences, and 
raiſed again for our juſtification. There are indeed 
other texts often urged in favour of infant-bap- 
tiſm, though, as I conceive, quite foreign to the 
point in queſtion, but J ſhall lay them before the 
reader, with proper anſwers in the words of 
a very ſenſible and candid writer, and are as 


follows : 5 


TEE fitſt account of baptiſm, as a chriſtian 
inſtitution, is in Matt. xxviii. 19. Go ye there- 
fore, and teach all nations; baptizing them, &c.“ 
the plain ſenſe and meaning of which words 
cannot be better expreſſed than in the following 
paraphraſe of Dr. S. Clarke, viz. Go there- 
fore and preach the goſpel to all the world, 
making diſciples out of every nation, and bap- 
tizing them with water in the name, &c. that is, re- 
ceiving them to à profeſſion of the belief, and an obli- 
gation to the practice of that religion, which Gop 
the Father has revealed, and taught by his Son, 
and confirmed and eſtabliſhed by the Holy Spi- 
rit. Mark xvi. 15, 16. gives the ſame ac- 
count of this inſtitution, tough in different 


Words.” 
& Ir is certain, the Te makes a differ- 


5 


T 8 J 


the ſame perſons who had already received John's 


baptiſm, were baptized a ſecond time in the name 
bf the Lord Jeſus, Acts xix. 3, 4, 5. The chief 
diſtinctions are theſe following: 


1. * THE baptiſm of John was confined to the 


Fews, but chriſtian warn is appointed for 4101 
nalions. 


2. jon baptized the people to prepare them 
for the faith of the Meſſiah about to come, or juſt 
coming, but chriſtian-baptiſm is declarative of 
faith in the Meſfiah not coming, but come. 


3. Tue ſcripture, I think, affords ground 
alſo for this diſtinction, viz. chriſtian-baptiſm 
teaches expreſsly faith in the Holy Spirit; which 
doth not appear to be any part of the inſtruction 
e at John's baptiſm, Acts xix 2, 


e SoM learned divines make another very great 
and important difference between the two bap- 
tiſms; that is, Jobn's baptiſm excluded infants, 
but chriſtian baptiſm includes them. Dr. Whitby 
obſer ves, it is not to be wondered at that infants 


were not baptized during Jabn's miniſtry, be- 


cauſe the baptiſm uſed by Jobn, and Chriſt's dif. 


Ciples (before the inſtitution of cbriſtian- baptiſm ) 
was only the baptiſm of repentance and faith in 
the "Meſſiah which was for to come, of both 
which fu, were incapable. - Turretin divinity | 


profeſſor at Geneva, ſays, Jobm admited none tg 
D, _ baptiſm, 
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baptiſm, but ſuch as confeſſed their ſins; be- 
cauſe his buſineſs lay in baptizing the adults. — 
How far this ſentiment (that the baptiſm of John 
excluded infants, but that yet they have a right 
to chriſtian-baptiſm) is agreeable to ſcripture, 
Mall next be conſidered. 


* WHOEVER will give himſelf the trouble to 
read the texts wherein John's baptiſm is men- 
troned, will, I believe, perceive no footſteps in 
them of his baptizing infants: nor is there any 
declaration, or the leaſt hint, that the diſciples 
of Chriſt, before his death, baptized any but 
grown people.—When therefore our Saviour 
after his reſurrection, inſtituted hi, ſacrament 
of baptiſm, if infants were to be received to it; 
it cannot be doubted that he himſelf ſufficiently 
declared this to his farſt and immediate followers ; 
which ſufficient and only authentic declaration 
muſt appear in ſome paſſage of the New Teſta- 
ment: — hence the baptiſm of infants being 
hitherto uncommanded, concerning which God had 
given nothing in expreſs charge; it will ſeem 
quite neceſſary they ſhould have ſome plain, 
clear, determinate inſtructions on this head; 
eſpecially, and above all in this fort of duty, 
which owes all its obligation and all zs virtue 
to poſitive command. 


Lr us now examine the | aſſages of the New 
Teſtament, and ſee -whether Jeſus Chriſt has by 
| 1 him- 


"3 
himſelf, or his immediate followers, declared 
that infants are the ſubjects of this inſtitution, 


« Taz firſt account of baptiſm as a chriſtian 


ordinance is in Matt. xxviii. 19. Go ye there- 


fore and teach all nations, baptizing them, &c.“ 
which commiſſion in Mark xv1. 15, 16. is thus 
expreſſed, ** Go ye into all the world and preach 


the goſpel to every creature, he that believeth | 


and is baptized, &c.“ 


« TRE only difference in the accounts. of theſe 
two evangeliſts, is, that Matthew in his expreſ- 
fion teach (pelnreoure, diſciple) all nations, is 
more conciſe than Mark, who inſtead of it ſays, 
preach the goſpel to every creature, he that be- 
lievetb, &c, | 


I may not be impertinent to obſerve, that 
the word in Matt. rendered teach, is not the 
word commonly rendered teach in the New Teſ- 


tament, the word commonly uſed is 9:9%0xw,. 


which occurs very often: but the other word 
poalnrevw teach, is uſed only three times more in 
all the New Teſtament, as in Matt. xiii. 52, 
every ſcribe which is inſtructed walmedus. Matt, 
xxvii. 58. Joſeph who alſo. himſelf was Feſus 
diſciple. Acts xiv. 21. when they had preached 


the goſpel in that city, and had taught many 
patnrwoarres, They did not barely preach the, 
20 /pel, but taught ſo effectually as to prevail on 

5 D 2 | many e 


—— — t —— —_ — — — 


— — — — — — — 


* 2 
— — —— — ——— voy” —„ 2 —ů— — we 


— 


2 
4 


—-— 2 —y-„—y - — 
8 — 


— 
— 


— 3 


DE Cr CE — — 


—— — — — 
— — 


I . — 
* 


— ry 


E | 


many to become diſciples, or believers. This is/ 
the plain import of the original, 


TE common appellation of chriſtian believ- 
ers, occurring in very numerous paſſages of the 
New Teſtament, is para, diſciples: as this is 
the uſual name of believers in Chriſt, we have the 
verb of it in our Lord's commiſhon, when he 
bids his followers to go and make converts to him 
throughout the world. So that whereas pafnrevy 


implies teaching, full as much as the common 


word $:9zoxw, the difference is, that the former 
has a more preciſe and determinate meaning; 
conveying to the apoſtles this idea, viz. to teach 
the people, as to perſuade them to become my diſ- 
ciples. I do not diſlike the reading, diſciple all 
nations; provided the idea of teaching. make a 


neceſſary part of it, and that diſciple and baptize 
be not taken for ſynonymous terms, as ſome 


make them, I think, without any foundation in 
ſcripture or juſt criticiſm. Is not our Savi- 
our's commiſſion then, far from declaring fully 
and plainly in favour of children's baptiſm, per- 
fectly filent on this head? does it then ſay more 


than this, make diſaples, converts, believers, 


amongſt all nations, and then baptize them ? But 
if 1 it ſhould be thought chere is ſome obſcurity 
in ſo brief an account as this of Matthew and 
Mark, the ſubſequent proffice of the apoſtles muſt 
be owned the beſt and only authentic explanation 


and comment on their Maſter 8 law: this ſhall 
next be conſidered, 
TIE 
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« Tx firſt mention of baptiſm adminiſtered af. 
ter Chriſt's aſcenſion is in Acts ii. 38, 39. Then 
Peter ſaid to them, REPENT, and be baptized every 
one of you in the name of Jeſus Chriſt for the remiſſion 
of Ans; and ye ſhall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit, 
&c.—then they THAT GLADLY RECEIVED HIS 
WORD were baptized. —Infants bear no part in this 
hiſtory of baptiſm ; unleſs ir be ſuppoſed that 
they are included in ver. 39. for the PROMISE 18 
to you axd to your children, &c, Upon this permit 
me to make two or three very obvious remarks, 


I. „ THE PROMISE is not baptiſm, but expreſſed 
in the words immediately foregoing, viz. ye h 
receive THE GIFT OF THE HoLY SPIRIT. f 


2. Tov and your children is nothing more than 
you and your POSTERITY Tols T£xv0is5 wu, ſo 1 in 
John viii. 39. if ye were Abrabam's children rei 
ye would do the works, & c. Acts Xill. 32, 33. ibs 
PROMISE which was made unto the Fathers Gop 
hath fulfilled the ſame UNTO US THEIR CHILDRENg 
TEXVQIS. 


3. Tris PROMISE takes place neither in them 
nor their children, nor the gentiles (them that are 
afar off) but on condition of their beheving, ex- 
preſſed in the text by as many as the Lord our Gon 
ſhall call. So that the word children here has no 
reference to the infantile ftate ; nor does the pro- 
\ me mean e — Dr. Whitby alfo here 
| obſcryes, 


L801 

> obſerves, theſe words will not prove a right of 
infants to receive baptiſm : the promiſe mentioned 
being that only of be Holy Spirit, mentioned 
ver. 16, 17, 18. and ſo relates only to the times 
of the miraculous effuſion of the Holy Spirit, 
and to thoſe perſons who, by age, were made 
capable of thoſe extraordinary gifts, 


— - = & > 
© ——— — — — —— — I —— — — 
* 


« THE next adminiſtration of baptiſm is in 
Acts viii. 12, 13. here likewiſe nothing is to be 
found but the baptiſm of profeſſed betievers. The 
hiſtory is particular and exact as to mention 
men and women; but there it ſtops: and from his 
ſtopping at nen and women in his account of 
baptiſm, it ſeems, he could (with truth) go no 
further, and therefore ſays nothing of the bap- 

tiſm of their infants, becauſe he knew nothing 
of it. 


„ TREY writer of the Acts is careful to make 
expreſs mention of children in an hiſtorical fact 
of much leſs conſequence, when children were 
really part of the company, Acts xxi. g. they 
all brought us on our way with wivts ann 
' CHILDREN ; — we may obſerve in another inſtance 
or two how carefully the ſcripture mentions 
abillren when they are parties concerned, Matt. 
xiv. 21. They that had eaten were about five 
thouſand men beſides wou EN AND CHILDREN 
and in the next chapter which records another 
miracle of the like ſort, Matt. xv. 38. and they 
that. had eaten were five thouſand men beſides. 

ant Oh e WOMEN 


G 
N 
j 
| 

N 
N 
: 


— — rl — —— EO 
— 


—— — 


— 
% 


— — —— — — 


1 1 
WOMEN AND CHILDREN,—And is it not a little 
ſtrange that we no where find children mentioned, 


not once mentioned; if it were the apoſtles cuſ- 
tom to baptize hem with their parents? 


« TRE next baptiſm is that of the eunuch, Acts 
viii. 36, 37, &c. who received it on this pro- 
feſſion of faith I believe that Jeſus Chriſt 
is the Son of God. A noble monument of 
the ſimplicity of the firſt times! what a world 
of ſtrife and miſchief would have been prevented 
if the church had never departed ſrom it! As an 
eminent writer remarks; „it was never well 
with the chriſtian church, ſince it began to be 

a matter of ſo much ſubtlety and wit for a man 
to become a true chriſtian.” 


A. hom ix. 18. Relates the baptiſm of Paul 
only: —in the next chapter we have the bap- 
tiſm of Cornelius and his friends, where it is 
ſaid, while Peter was ſpeaking the Holy Spirit 
fell on all that heard the word. When Peter ſaw 
this great effect on his audience he ſaid, ** Can 
any man forbid water that theſe ſhould not be 
baptized who have received the Holy Spirit as 
well as we, &c.—but we find no mention of 
infants in any part of this hiſtory.” 

« IT remains to enquire whether the baptiſm of 
houſholds mentioned in ſeveral paſſages of: ſcrip- 
ture does not prove or ſuppoſe the baptiſm of 

Aſante ? we read that _ was baptized and ber 
 HOUSHOLD, 
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novsHoLD, Acts xvi. 15. —that the jailer was 

baptized and all his, ver. 33. and that Paul 
baptized the nous Hop of Stephanus, 1 Cor i. 16. 

Here ye may make a few plain obſervations, 


& x, IT is certain the word houſe or houſhold is 
often uſed where none are meant but ſuch as are 
come to years of underſtanding ; for example, 
Luke xi. 17. a houſe divided againſt a houſe, &c. 
John iv. 53. himſelf believed and his waoLE nouse, 
Acts ii. 36. Let ALL THE HOUSE OF ISRAEL know 
aſſuredly that God hath made this ſame Jeſus whom 
ye have crucified, both Lord and Chriſt, Acts 
xviii. 8. Criſpus believed in the Lord wiTH ALL HIS 

 Novsx : conſequently, to infer it as fact that 
infants were baptized, as part of the houſe, is 
ſuppoſi ing, and taking for granted, not proving the 
matter in queſtion, * 


2 Or the three examples of houſholds bap-. 
tized, it is expreſsly ſaid of one (the jailor's) that 
Paul and Silas ſpake the word of the Lord to bim, 
and TO ALL THAT WERE IN HIS HOUSE : and that 
be believed in GOD WITH ALL HIS HOUSE, Acts 
xvi. 32, 34. 


K Tnus whereſoever we meet with the ſacrament 
of baptiſm, whether among Jews or Gentiles, 
whether adminiſtered by John or the diſciples of 

Chriſt, there is a total profound filence concern- 
ing the baptiſm of infants. 


| * on nne . 
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„ Wrorve ſhall do the kind office to ſhew me 
from ſome authentic declaration of the New Teſta- 
ment, that infants were baptized, I promiſe him 
to be much more ſpeedy in writing a retractation, 
than I have been to ſet down my reaſons, at lealt 
what appear reaſons to me, for differing in this 


point from the ee of my fellow chriſ- 
tians. | 


Now becauſe the New Teſtament is as ſilent 
on baptiſm, as the Lord's ſupper, for children; 
it mav, I think, be fairly concluded, the want 
of baptiſm does not prejudice 7herr ſalvation, any 
more than the want of the Lord's ſupper. 


* THERE was a time, when it was the general 
praclice of the chriſtian church to give the Lord's 
ſupper to children; grounded on a miſtake of 
that ſcripture, except ye eat the fleſh of the Son of 
man, and drink bis blood, ye have no life in you. 
The ſame notion of abſolute and univerſal neceſ- 
ſity, I ſuppoſe, led chriſtians to baptize their 
children :—No leſs a man than St. Auſtin taught, 
and ſtrenuouſly maintained, that infants unboptized 
were ad judged. to everlaſting hon te wi 


« Mrxx's opinions of the ritual parts of religion 
ſoon began to run extravagantly high,“ and ſtill 


E 8 do 


„ The neceſſity of the Lord's ſupper for infants was taught 


by the conſent of the eminent ſathers of ſome ages, withoat 
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do ſo, far beyond the ſimplicity of rhe goſpel: 


as if there were in the things themſelves, (with- 
out reſpect to the moral and ſpiritual qualifica- 
tions of the receiver,) a certain inexplicable 
charm, to defend us from our ghoſtly enemy, and 
aſcertain ſalvation: and this wrong notion, of 
the abſolute neceſſity of ceremonial obſervances, 
has been a very powerful engine in the hands of 
men aiming at ſpiritual dominion, to enſlave 
their neighbours minds and conſciences. 


« In the days when infant communion was the 
gniverſal practice, it would doubtleſs have been 
thought a great injury to deny children the com- 
munion of ſaints; but the church having been 
long perſuaded that it has no ſcripture founda- 
tion, has laid it aſide, and would now be as 
much ſurprized to ſee infants brought to the 
communion, as ſhe then would have been to ſee 
them excluded. | 


Tu truth ſeems to be this: the fcripture 
being as entirely ſilent on the baptiſm as on the 
communion, of infants ; and the perſonal qualifica- 
tions of repentance, and faith, being full as 
ſtrongly, at leaſt, required for baptiſm, as felf- 
examination, and other perſonal acts, for the 
Lord's ſupper, they have no concern in either 
1 


any oppoſition from any of their co -temporaries: and was | 
delivered by them — not as their o. opinion, but as apg/olis 
tradition.” Chillin . 


©} 


of the two ſacraments, nor ought it to be 
thought any more an injury, to with-hold our 
children from baptiſm, than from the Lord's 
ſuppei: and I think it nodifficult taſk to prove, 
that every objection that lies againſt their being 
admitted to the communion, lies allo againſt their 
being admitted to baptiſm. 
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As to the promiſe of ſureties, on which ground 
infants are baptized, might they not full as well 
be received to the holy communion upon the ſame 
foundation? may not ſureties as well promiſe, 

they ſhall azamize themſelves, as that they ſhall 
repent ? &c. 
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« Tr then infants, for want of repentance and 
faith in themſelves, be authorized to receive 
baptiſm on the promiſe of their ſureties, Chrift 
or his apoſtles muſt have declared this: if they 
have, where is it? is not the affair of ſureties - 
intirely a ſupplement of our own? 


« Tarr are ſundry paſſages of ſcripture com- 
monly thought to countenance infant baptiſm, 
which therefore muſt be conſidered, Mark x. 13. 
&c. they brotght YOUNG CHILDREN t Chriſt, that 

e ſhould rouen them; and bis diſciples rebuked thoſe 
that brought thems but when Jeſus ſaw it, be was 
much diſpleaſed, and ſaid unto them, Suffer the little 
children to come unto me, and forbid them not ; for 
of ſuch is the kingdom of Gov. IT ſay unto you, ' 

whoſoever ſhall not receive the kingdom of Go as 
1 E 2 a little 
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à little child, he ſpall not enter therein. AnD Ht 
' TOOK THEM UP IN HIS ARMS, PUT HIS HANDS 


UPON THEM, AND BLESSED THEM. T here is no 
difficulty in theſe words. We are exprelsly 
told, children were brought unto our Saviour, 


for the benefit of his ble/fins and prayers, attended 


with the uſual ceremony of impoſition of hands : 
for in this manner holy men were uſed 1 bleſs, 
or pray for. a bleſſing on others, as Jacob, &c. 
Chriſt, in like manner, called for the children 
(whom his diſciples would have ſent away) that 
he might bleſs them, by impoſition of hands and 
prayer. Can we perceive any thing concerning 
the chriſtian rite of baptiſm given to theſe chil- 
dren? is it ſaid they were brought for that pur- 
poſe, or that Chriſt baptized them? or that he 


ordered them to be baptized ?—we find no ſuck 


thing. 


„No doubt, the prayers of pious perſons may 
ſucceed for a bleſſing upon infants or others; 
and if the fervent prayer of a righteous man 
avails much, how much more the prayers of 
Jeſus Chriſt! let us follow him in praying for 
our children : but if we will baptize them too, 
Chriſt affords us no example of this ! in the paſ- 
ſage under conſideration, 


« Bur is not the baptiſm of infants implied in 
theſe following words? except à man be born of 
water and of the Spirit, be cannot enter into the king- 
dem of Gop, Here it may be obſerved, that as 

| chriſtian, 
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chriſtian baptiſm was not yet inſtituted, ſome 
good expolitors underſtand this paſſage, not of 
baptiſm, but of the influences of the Spirit only : 
ſo Grotius, and Calvin, one of the beſt expoſitors 
of his day, obſerves, to talk to Nicodemus of 


baptiſm would be premature; the delign of Chriſt 


here is to exhort him to regeneration, and newnels 
of lite, 


„TRE are two other paſſages produced in 
proof of infant baptiſm, 1 Cor. vii. 14. elſe were 
your children unclean, but now are they noLy, Rom. 
xi. 16. if the root be holy, ſo are the branches. 1 
am very willing that children ſhould be as holy 
as the moſt benevolent perſon can wiſh them, 
and have no manner of inclination to lay a ſtain 
on that innocent age, which our Saviour was ſo 
remarkably inclined to point out to us, as the 
emblem and ſample of that ſimplicity and purity 


neceſſary to all his diſciples. But there is not 


a word mentioned about their baptiſm. 


„Bur no argument is received more readily 


than this: - Baptiſm comes in the room of cir- 


cumeiſion: children were circumciſed, therefore 
are to be baptized. If this be ſo, Chriſt or his 


apoſtles have declared it. But where is the paſ- 
fage of ſcripture, which inſtructs us that bap- 
tiſm comes in the room of circumciſion ? the 
New Teſtament ſpeaks very copiouſly of cir- 
cumciſion as a rite abokfhed. But no-where, 

5 | that 
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that I can find, does the ſcripture ſay, or ſo 
much as hint, that baptiſm comes in its place. 


< I Know but of one paſſage in all the New 
Teſtament, that has been offered in ſupport of 
the opinion, that baptiſm comes in the place of 
Circumciſion, and that is, Col. ii. 11, 12. 1 
whom alſo ye are circumciſed with the circumciſion made 
without hands, in putting off the body of the jins of 
the fleſh, by the circumciſion of Chriſt ; buried with 
bim in baptiſm, Sc. For the right underſtand- 
ing of this paſſage, it will be needful to obſerve, 
that the Calloſiaus, as other churches of the Gen- 
tiles, were in danger of being /educed to the 
obſervance of circumciſion; to guard them 
againſt this danger, the apoſtle here tells them, 
they had received the internal and ſpiritual cir- 
eumciſion, made without hands, andconſequently 
the literal circumciſion was not neceſſary; the 
apoſtle teaches the ſame doctrine in other places, 
thus, Rom: ii. 28, 29. he is not a Few who is one 
OUTWARDLY ;' neither is that circumcifion which is 
SDTWARD in the FLESH 3 but he is a Few who is one 
INWARDLY; and CIRCUMCISION i that. of the 
'BEART, in 1he SPIRIT, and not in the letter, whoſe 
praiſe is not of men, but of Gov. In a word, the 
circumcifion here ſpoken of cannot mean baptiſm, 
for it is expreſsly faid to be made without hands, 
&c. which is not true of [water] baptiſm, any 
more than of the literal circumciſion. 


« BAPTISM 


(9-3 


BAT ISM, is not a deduction of reaſon but a 
plain fact, concerning which the acuteſt philo- 
ſopher can know nothing more than any man of 
common ſenſe. What the ſcripture teſtifies and 
declares concerning this fat, that is our rule, 

obvious to every attentive reader. 


« Ar TER the ſtricteſt ſearch into the nature and 
deſign of this poſitive inſtitution, it appears to me 
there is no poſitive proof that it was deſigned for 
children; and if it be allowed there is no poſi- 
tive evidence, it is, I think, allowing there is no 


proof at all: for nothing of a poſitive and 
ritual nature can be proved a duty, or a com- 


mand of Gop, merely by our own reaſoning, and 


by arguments drawn from ſuppoſed fitneſs. If 


once we admit as divine appointments, practices 
grounded on our own notions of fitneſs, expediency, 


uſefulneſs, Sc. there is no knowing where ta 
ſtop. 55 


Tu above extract is taken from a pamphlet 
entitled, A plain account of the ordinance of baptiſm, 
&c. in a courſe of letters to Dr. HoapLy, Bp. of 
Winchefter.—T heſe letters fell into my hands 
about eighteen or twenty years ago :=lI read 
them with attention; and was thereby fully con- 
vinced that I had no warrant from the New 


Teſtament to baptize infants—in conſequence 


of that conviction, I diſcontinued the practice 


of baptizing infants from that time to the pre- ; 


ſent, 
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ſent hour. — But the author's arguments in 
defence of immerſion, as the true mode of bap- 
tiſm, did not appear to me clear and concluſive ; 
I have read them over again with care and 
attention, yet I am not convinced from the ſcrip- 
ture account of baptiſm, that it was adminiſtered 
either by 7ohbn, or the apoſtles of Chriſt, by 
immerſion, or dipping perſons under water; but 
only by ſprink/ing, or pouring water upon them. 
— This then ſhall be my next enquiry. But I 
would firſt premiſe; that as I do not ſuppoſe 
infants to be proper ſubjects of baptiſm, ſome 


may aſk, is not their baptiſm invalid, and ought 


they not to be rebaptized when adults? I, for 
my part, think they ought not: for, a miſtake, 


as to the circumſtance of time, will not, in my 


opinion, warrant a repetition of the ordinance, 
becauſe its importance chiefly depends on the name 
or truth into which a perſon 1 is baptized, and not 


on the preciſe time of its being performed; and 
tbis truth, as | conceive, is Na to the be- 


liever (who has been baptized in infancy) when 
in adult age he ſolemnly and with his heart-pro- 
feſſes faith in Jeſus, that he is the Chriſt the 
Son of God ; even as Iſaac received (undoubt- 
edly) the ſame benefit from circumciſion, when 


he afterwards believed in God, as did Abraham, 


who believed in God before he was circumciſed. 


Gop, we know, commanded all the males 
of Abraham's ſeed to be circumciſed the eighth 


day; but N of them were not circum- 


ciſed 


\. 
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not at the preciſe time which Gop had appointed, 
but many years after; yet ſurely their circumciſion 
was real, and as valid as that of thoſe who had 
been circumciſed on the eighth day. 


Ir may be objected, we have no command to 
baptize infants; true: therefore we do it not, 
though ſome others may think they have a divine 
warrant for it ;z—let not him that doth it not, 
judge him that doth it ;—70 bis own maſter be 
ſtandeth or falleth.—Still it may be urged, it can- 
not be valid, becauſe they have ns command for 


| it. 


Anſ. Tur Jews had nv command for circums. 
ciſing their children but on the eighth day only, 
yet their circumciſion afterwards was valid, as we 
before obſerved, though their omiſſion was a known 
and culpable neglect, as is evident in the caſe of 
Moſes, Exod. iv. 24—26,-Gop delighteth in 
Mercy. 


Ir may be further ſaid, infant baptiſm cannot 
be valid, becauſe they have neither repentance nor 
Faith; therefore they . to be eee ; 


.* ao * Gap gives them his Spirit upon ts. 
| believing in his Son Feſus Chriſt, and continues to 
Bleſs and favour. them with the tokens of his pre- 
ſence, without their being rebaptized z conſequently 
he does not require it of them, at leaſt doth not 
inſiſt on it, as ſome men are, wont to do. Let 


133 


every one be fully perſuaded in his own mind.— It is 
alſo evident that God as gracionfly regards, and 
Hleſſes true believers that are not rebaptized, as 
much as thoſe that think it their duty ſo to be.— 
Let us not judge one another; but follow after 
' bolineſs and peace, without which no one ſhall ſee the 
Lord. 


Bur further, if the infam-boptifm of true 
telievers be invalid, merely becauſe, at the time of 
their being baptized, they were deſtitute of that 
faith; io likewife is the baptiſm of thoſe adults, 
who at the time of their being baptized had no 
true faith in Chriſt ;,—Gop Jooketh on the heart— 
conſequently their baptiſm is no more acceptable 
with Gad, nor profitable to themſelves ; than the 
baptiſm of infants is to them, If then infants, 
ought to be rebaptized at the time of their be- 
lieving, ſo ought thoſe adults alſo who may 
afterwards with the beart believe on the Son of 
Gop. Their external profeſſion of faith before men 
gives them no ſcripture right to it; —Gopr equireth 
that of the heart; if they did it in a time of 
ignorance, or to pleaſe men, &c. which Gop 
abhors; or, in one word, in a ſtate of unbelief, 
their baptiſm is not according to the word and 
will of Gop :—and are there not many ſuch among 
the Baptiſt congregations ? Judge not according 
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ON THE MopEg or BAPTISM. 


T ſeems to me that baptiſm was adminiſtered 


both by John and the apoſiles of Chriſt, by 
ſprinkling or pouring, and not by immerſion. 


 Objefion. © Every circumſtance of chuſing 
a river to baptize 1 in, of going down into the 
water, and coming up cut of the water, both the 
baptizer and the baptized: and the alluſions to 
a burial and riſing again; and of ſingling out a 
place proper for baptiſm, for this only reaſon, 
becauſe ther was much water there: all theſe cir- 
cumſtances are quite proper and natural to the 
cuſtom of immerſſon. But it is hard to account 
for the mentioning or pertinence of them upon 
any other i Interpretation of baptiſm.“ 


Ar. 1. A RIVER does not ſcem to have 
been choſen for the purpole of baptiſm, as if 
no other place was proper for it. The three 
thouſand baptized, and added to the church the 
ſame day, ſee Acts ii. ſeem rather, in my opinion, 
to have been baptized in houſes. —Saul of Tarſus 
in the houſe of Judas, Acts ix. Likewiſe the jailor 
and his family were, I conceive, baptized at 
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e rlüis lecdunt of the Adeline of Vaptilin-in in 2 l 
of letters to Dr. Hoadly, Biſhop of Wincheſter, 
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us that Jobn baptized in Enon becauſe of the 
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home, Acts xvi,-Cornelius alſo and his be- 
lieving friends, - were probably baptized in the 
centurion's own houſe, Acts x. and the words 
of Peter on that occaſion, can any one forbid water? 
ſeems to imply that water was to be brought 
to them, and not that the perſons to be bap- 
tized were led out to ſome other place for the 


Eonveniency of immerſion, as 9 hint of that kind 
is there given us. 


2. Pkxsoxs may very properly be ſaid to go 
down into a water or river, and come up out of 
it, without going into ſuch a depth as is neceſ- 
fary forthe purpoſe of immerſion, nor do I remem- 
ber it is any where ſaid that the perfba baptized 
was covered with water, or put under it; and had 


this been the caſe, I can hardly think the ſcrip- 


ture would have been entirely filent about it, 
but! in ſome place or other it would have been 
expreſsly mentioned; eſ pecially, if it be a circum- 


ance of ſuch importance, as ſome perſons ſuppoſe, 
and contend and 


3. Nos does the ſcripture, any where, that I 
Fe find, repreſent the mode of baptiſm as a 
ne of the burial and reſurrection of 
Chriſt. I am ſure the words of Paul, Rom. vi. 
3, 4. Col. ii. 12. do not expreſsly declare i it— 


Neither, 


. Dors the paſſage John iii. 23. plainly tell 


+ - 
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\epth of water in that place, for the ſake of immer- 

ſion; ſo that the arguments raiſed from ſuch 
, paſſages as theſe, to prove immer/ion the true 
mode of ſcripture baptiſm, amount, in my opi- 
nion to nothing more than bare ſuppoſition, with- 
out containing any certain nd * the point in 
queſtion. 


Oůj. 2. Ir is ſaid Matt. iii. 6. they were 
baprized of him in Jordan ;—if they were in it, 
they went in it in order to be baptized by 
immerſion: to ſay they went into it, to have a 
little water ſprinkled or poured on them, which 


could have been done without it, is ridiculous, 


and an impoſition on common ſenſe. Where. 
fore this neceſſarily proves the mode of n 


Vene immerſion.” 


' 


of. Tnx evangeliſt does not ſay they went 

in it, in order to be baptized by immerſion, this 
therefore amounts to no more than mere con- 
jefture, or bare aſſertion of the learned Doctor; 
we, on the other hand, may as reaſonably ſup- 
poſe, and affirm that they went in to the water 


to be baptized by ſprinkling, and not by immer- 


ſion, for any thing that this text ſays to the con- 
trary:— nor do I ſee any thing fo abſurd in 
Fhe ſuppoſition of it, as Dr. Gill here aſſerts, 

990 


1 This, and t the, following objeRions on the mede of baps 
tiſm, are (all but one) taken from Dr. Gill's reply to Mr, 


Elarke of New England, ſee p. 76, dc 
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Had John been ſent only to give them to drink 
of the water of Jordan, it would have been more 
convenient for the people to come down to 
him unto the river, for that purpoſe, though it 
might have. been given them ſome other way ;— 
fo likewiſe if he baptized by ſprinkling or 
pouring, it would have been highly incon- 
venient for him to have baptized them with 
the waters of Jordan, but at or int the river 
itſelf; for it does not appear that John, at that 
tune, had any one to aſſiſt him in the diſcharge 
of his office, whatever he might have aſterwards; + 
and as we are told great multitudes came to be 
baptized by him, it was, I think, neceſſary they 
Mould come down to him unto the river for 
that purpole; and not that Fehr ſhould carry 
water up to them.—But had he baptized after 
the manner of the preſent advocates for immer- 


ſion, it is ſcarce credible, how John alone, in any 


reaſonable time, could have baptized the vaſt 
numbers that reſorted to him: but every dif- 
feulty is removed on the ſuppoſition of their 
coming to him, 4:0 or into the water, that he 
might with the greater eaſe and are 


| A" or pour water upon them. 


1 The greek cartichs are + wt in ſuch 2 a variety of ſenſes, 


: that it 13 hard to fix their preciſe meaning, in the place 
where they occur, but from eircumſtances and the /cope of the 


Ee. 


| eg: thus 15 lignifies, and is often rendered in, ats e | 
75 c. and 14g Aue, ale, Ke. * 
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05. 3. On Matt. iii. xvi. the Doctor argues 


thus, „If Jeſus came up oz? of the water he 
muſt have been in it, where it is certain he was 
baptized. * Mark ſays he was baptized into For- 


dan; not into the banks of Jordan bur into the 


waters of Jordan. Now ſeeing ſuch an expreſ- 
ſion as this will not ſuit with any other mode of 
baptiſm but that of immerſion, and it cannot 
be ſaid with any propriety that he was ſprinkled 
into Jordan or poured into Jordan, but with 
great propriety may he be ſaid to be dipped or 
plunged into Jordan; it follows that this necef- 


ſarily proves the mode of baptiſm, as adminiſtered 


to our . to be by amines * 


_ As the Doctor lays 'a ftrefs on th 
words out of, I obſerve that Matt. iii. 16. may 


be literally 'tranflated thus, Jeſus when be was 


baptized went immediately vp from the water; 
—which words are fo far from being a aer 
prof of his being baptized by immenſiou, that 
they do not neceſſarily declare that he was at all 
in the water: | conſequently what the Doctor 
terms a neceſſary proof, amounts to no mort 
than bare ſuppoſition, and to me it ſeems highly 
probable that Chriſt was not under the water at 


all, for there is not the leaft hint of his 2 up, 


or of Fobr's raifing him from a ſtate of immerſion 3 
which muſt neceſſarily have followed his being immer- 


| fed, before he could be ſaid to have come out of it: 
but as the text . ; immediately upon his being 


| baptized, 
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baptized, he went up out of, or (as the prepoſi- 
tion may more properly be rendered) from the 
water, it ſeems to me that Chriſt only ſtood in, 
or at the brink of Jordan when Jobs baptized - 
him; and as his being baptized by Jobn was 
ftraitway followed by that of the Holy Spirit, which 
deſcended from heaven upon him, (which bap- 
tiſm of the Spirit being, as I conceive, that 
which was eminently ſignified by John's bap- 
tiſm with water) it ſeems to me more congru- 
ous, and reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that the manner 
of both was preciſely the ſame, viz. that of 
=prinkling Or Pouring. 


: 


2. I marvel that a man of Dr. Gill's learn- 
ing, and diſcerament ſhould lay ſo great a ſtreſs 
as he here does, on Mark's uſing the particle ug, 
which i it is well known often ſignifies the ſame 
as , in, and fo Mark evidently uſes them as, 


n in the paſſage referred to, ſee chap. 


i. ver. 5, 8, 9. And here I obſerve alſo that it 
is as proper to ſay a perſon was ſprinkied with | 


water, as that he was plunged into water : but 


it is further manifeſt from Acts viii. 38. that 
the particle eig is not intended to expreſs a per- 
ſon's being immerſed, or put under water, for we there 
read that they went down eig into or unto the 
water, both Philip and the Eunuch ; yet ſurely 
Philip himſelf did not go under the water: but 
if 1 it be true that ſuch an expreſſion as us will 


not ſuit, as the Doctor ſays it will not, with 


any other mode but unmerſion, it mult neceſ- 
ſarily 


39. 

farily follow that both Plilip and the Eunuch 
were immerſed together; and as it afterwards 
follows he (Philip) baptized him, the Eunuch 
according to the Doctor's reaſoning, muſt have 
been twice immerſed. 


Neither the words pour nor /prinkle make 
ſenſe when ſubſtituted in the place of baptize 
for the original expreſſion is always Baptixing in 
or into a thing: for inſtance „ or eig in or into 
Jordan; + in water, in the Holy Spiritus into 
the name, into Moſes, into Chriſt, into his death; 
nis cannot be tranſlated unto or towards in the 
caſe of baptiſm; becauſe it would be nonſenſe 
to ſay that John baptized unto or towards Jor- 
dan: nor can « be rendered with or by in this 
caſe ; becauſe it would be awkward to ſay John 
baptized with or by Jordan; beſides #5 which 
is uſed indifferently with it, cannot be ſo ren- 
dered.*| 85 85 


| Auſ. The words pour or ſprinkle, may, in my 
opinion, be properly ſubſtituted in the place of 


baptize ; but to render & (when applied to the 


baptiſm of the Spirit) ix the Holy Spirit, ſeems 
to me awkward indeed, and very improper; as, 1 
think, muſt be manifeſt to every unprejudic 
reader: „ likewiſe in the caſe of baptiſm, not 
only can, but I think ought to be rendered with 
„ 8 or 


Il Mr. Me Lean, in a late publication, entitled the commiſ- 
ſion given by Jeſus Chriſt to his apoſtles, illuſtrated. 
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or by; for though it would be awkward to ſay 
Fobn baptized with, or by Jordan,; yet, as Dr. 
Gill rightly cbſerves, he did not baptize into 
the banks of Jordan, but into the waters of Jor- 
dan; and there is no more impropriety in ſay- 
ing that 70hn ſprinkled them with or by the 
waters of Jordan, than in ſaying he dipped them 
in or into the waters of Fordan.—E:; allo, which 
is uſed indiffercntly with , may be rendered 
by, in this caſe, as it is in Matt. v. 35. where 
theſe particles are uſed together, as in the caſe 
of baptiſm, and are ſo rendered, and rightly 
rendered :—neither ſhalt thou ſwear «y by heaven, 
nor ly the earth, nor eg by Jeruſalem :—hence 
I think it; plainly appears that Mr. M Lean's 
criticiſm is neither accurate, nor juſt. 


Obj. 4. Johx was 1 in Egon, &c. 
John iii. 23. The reaſon of John's chuſing 
this place is plain, it was for the conveniency 
of baptizing, and that becauſe there was much 
water. If this reaſon agrees with no other 
mode of baptiſm but that of immerſion, as it 
does not, ſince ſprintling or pouring require not 
much water, it follows that this neceſſarily 
proves the mode of baptiſm * immerſion.” 


| ail: Fr does not appear from this paſſage 
that the evangeliſt intended to repreſent the 
mode of baptiſm in any way or manner what- 
ever, as the Doctor here nen ; had this-been 


his 


14 


his deſign, it is, I think, probable he would have 
repreſented the water as of a ſufficient depth for 
that purpoſe, (for the force of the argument 
reſts chiefly on that circumſtance) but as it is 
not ſaid John was baptizing in Enon becauſe the 
water was deep in that place, or becaule there 


was much water for the conveniency,of immer/ion, 


the Doctor's inference, in my opinion, is mere hypo- 
theſis, and very far from being (as he calls it) a 
neceſſary proof that John baptized by immerſion. 
he boly waters which Ezekiel ſaw iſſuing 

from the ſanctuary, were not /iitle but much 3 
yet when the angel had meaſured a ihouſand cubits 
from the place whence they iſſued, and cauſed 
the prophet to paſs through them, they were 
only up to the ankles; and when he had mea- 
lured a thouſand more, they were ſcarce of a depth 
ſufficient for immerſion : and though ſprinkling 
or pouring require not much water, yet ſome 
water was neceſſary for that purpoſe, as well as 
for the wants of the people who reſorted to him. 


W read alſo that John removed from plaee 
to place, for the purpoſe of baptizing z and it 
ſeems to me probable that one_of his reaſons 
for it was, becauſe in ſome places, the water 


failed and was dried up; and perhaps this was 


his reaſon for going to Enon, becauſe as the 
Greek expreſſes it there were many waters, or divers 
fireams, which were not ſo apt to fail him, and 


become dry as in ſome other places —in the Greek 


it is ven wile, many waters, as the ſame phraſe. 
G2 18 
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| is rendered Rev. xix. 6.—and it ſeems to me 
unreaſonable to ſuppoſe that the evangeliſt uſes 
a Hebraiſm 1n this place; as if he meant to ex- 
preſs one ſingle ſtream by a plural, when he might, 
without any ambiguity, have more properly ex- 
preſſed it by the ſingular vp roav; the Hebrew 
phraſe indeed is rendered by the ſeventy ſometimes 
in the ſmgular and ſometimes by the plural; but 
John is not giving us a tranſlation of the Hebrew 
word, nor writing ſor the benefit of Jewiſh Chriſ- 
tians only, but rather for thoſe of the Gentiles. — 
Upon the whole—that John baptized in Euon by 
immerſion, cannot to be proved from this place; 
becauſe the evangeliſt is entirely ſilent about it. 
Who then will be ſo bold as to ſay that he did? For 
what the ſcripture doth not plaizly ſpeak, no man is 
warranted poſitively to aſſert: and as the text 
does not in expreſs terms ſay that it was ſo, it is 
Poſſible, and I think probable, that he had other 
reaſons for going thither.— Many waters, and 
deep water do not expreſs, nor import the very 
ſame idea.—W hatever then was the reaſon of 
John's going to Enon to baptize, nothing can 
from thence be inferred with certainty, that 
| John baptized by immerſion ; there being not a word 
iin all the paſſage, either about the depth of theſe 
| waters, or the mode of baptiſm. | 


| « Tt is not, ſays a learned commentator, apparent 

| from this place that baptiſm was adminiſtered. 

| by dipping or plunging, becauſe Tos udala ſigni- 

| fies rather many waters than deep; ſeveral rivulets, 
| | Or 


——— —• 


——ů — — — — 


1 


or the overflowing of Jordan in that place, as 
Beza notes; and Enon here mentioned is found, 
by travellers, to be very ſhallow.” Poor's Ax N Or. 


Olj. 5. Rom. vi. 4. vv are ſaid to be buried 
with Chriſt by baptiſm into death; where bap- 
tiſm is compared to a burial, a burial with Chriſt, 
and a reſemblance of his, which only can be 

made by immerſion,” 


Anſ. The Doctor's gloſs on this text, ſeems 
to me unwarranted and erroneous: Neither in 
this place, nor in Col. ii. 12. is baptiſm called 
a reſemblance of Chriſt's burial; rather if any 
mode of it be here declared by the apoſtle, it 
ſeems to be that of his deatb, and not of his 
burial, which are conſidered and ſpoken of in 
ſcripture, as two very diſtin& things, 1 Cor. 
XV. 3, 4. — The fins of believers were not 
deb 18 Chriſt's burial, but by his blood. 


I vo not need think that the apoſtle ia- 
tended in theſe paſſages to deſcribe any mode of 
baptiſm whatever, for it appears plain to me 
that the apoſtle ſpeaks only of a believer's being 
ſpiritually and by profeſſion dead, buried, and raiſed. 
up with Chriſt, from a death of ſin to a oy * 
3 


Lr us cite the whole palligy as it ſtands in 
Rom. vi.—“ Shall we, faith the apoſtle, continus 
in ſin that grace may abound ? God forbid; 

how 
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how ſhall we that are dead to ſin live any longer 
therein ? Know ye not that ſo many of us as have 
been baptized into Chrift, were baptized into 
his death ? therefore we are buried with him, by 
baptiſm into death (he ſays not into his burial) that 
like as Chriſt was raiſed from the dead, by the glory 
of the F ATHER, ſo wwe alſo ſhould walk in newneſs of 
life: then he infers ver. 5. if we have been 
planted together in the likenck of his death (he 


- doth not ſay of his burial} we ſhall be alſo of his 


reſurrection: here alſo he changes the tenſe, thereby 
ſhewing that he is not ſpeaking of any outward 
mode of baptiſm in the letter of it, but of a 
fpiritual reſurrection to a life of holineſs ; for 
elſe his words would, I think, have ſtood thus, 
we have been allo of his reſurrection, but he ſays 
not we have been, as referring to a paſt tranſaction, 
but we hall be, as declaring a future continued 
life of holineſs, in thoſe that have been ſpiritu- 
ally planted into the likeneſs of his death; 
hence he adds ver. 6. Knowing this, that our old 
man is crucified with him (certainly not by an out- 
ward mode of it) that the body of fin might be 
deftroyed, that henceforth ' we ſhauld not ſerve ſin 
for, as he further adds, if we be dead with Chriſt, 
wwe believe that we fhall m live with him. 


2. Ir is obſervable, that he apoſtle through 
the whole paſſage does not ſo much as once mention 
our being baptized into Chriſt's burial, nor into his 

reſurrection, ke biet the Baptiſts by immerſion and 


raiſing the perſon * under the water mean 
to 
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to expreſs: but he ſays again and again, bap- 
tized into his death, but though he has men- 
tioned both the burial and reſurrection of Chriſt, 
he does not ſo much as once mention our being bap- 
tized either into his burial or reſurrefion. No mode 
of baptiſm then can with certainty be inferred 
from theſe words, unleſs that of Chriſt's} death; 
and that in diſtinction both from his burial and 
reſurrection, for he mentions our being buried 
and raiſed with Chrift only as the e, or in 
conſequence of our being dead with Chriſt, by be- 
ing baptized into his death; therefore the apoſtle 
only infers that we are buried with Chriſt, How? 
by being baptized into his burial ? No; but by 
being baptized into his death ..-So then the 
apoſtle ſpeaks of our being buried with Chriſt as 
an effect of our having been prevouſly baptized, 
and not as any mode of it whatever: and 1 
humbly conceive, the apoſtle would have ſaid 
not his death but burial, if he had intended to de- 
ſcribe baptiſm as a reſemblance of Cariſt's bu- 
rial in the mode of it, but he ſeems to me care- 
fully to avoid it. To be baptized therefore into 
Chriſt's death means only, as I conceive, into 
the name and faith of Chriſt crucified ; and 
the reſurrection afterwards aſcribed to the be- 
liever does not at all refer to the mode of baptiſm, 
for it appears to me evident from the ſcope of 
the paſſage the apoſtle ſpeaks, and only ſpeaks 
of a ſpiritual reſurrection from a death in fin to 
a life of righteouſneſs, which ſpiritual reſurrec- 
tion is by the faith of the operation of God who 


raiſed 


1 


raiſed Chriſt from the dead; and therefore we 
are exhorted, Rom. vi. 11. 70 reckon ourſelves to be 
dead indeed unto fin but alive unto God through Jeſus 
Chriſt our Lord.—For my part I cannot ſee any 
the leaſt ground from theſe texts to warrant the 
mode of baptiſm by immerſion. I am clear the 
apoſtle's words do not expreſsly declare it, and 
therefore, whatever others may have done, I dare 
not aſſert it every word of Gop indeed is pure, but 
we are not warranted to ſay this of every human 
- gloſs upon it, though ſupported by great names, 
however numerous, and however eminent both for 
learning or piety. Thus I have attempted to 
ſhew that the New Teſtament does not plainly 
declare baptilm to have been adminiſtered by 
immerſion from any circumſtances attending 
the adminiſtration of it; ſo that, for any thing 
the ſcripture ſaith to the contrary, it might nave 
been adminiſtered by /prinkling or pouring. 


As the Baptiſts underſtand and apply Rom. 
vi. 2, 4, 5. to the mode of baptiſm, the words, 
I think, would ſtand thus: “ As many of us 
as were baptized into Jeſus Chriſt were baptized 
into his death and burial, therefore we are 
buried with him by baptiſm into his burial, 
that like as Chriſt was raiſed up from the dead 
by the glory of the Father, even ſo we alſo are 
raiſed up from under the water as repreſenting 
Chriſt's reſurrection for us; for if, by being 
covered with water, and, as it were, buried in 
| | it 
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It, by immerſion, we have been planted together 
in the likeneſs of his burial ; we have been allo 
in the likeneſs of his reſurrection, by our riſing 
up from under the water, and coming out of 
it.“ This, | think, is a fair and juſt repre- 
ſentation of the Baptiſts ſenſe of the paſſage, 
who maintain that the apoltle's words are in- 
tended to expreſs the mode of baptiſm by immer- 
ſion, as a reſemblance (not of Chriſt's death, as 
crucified) but of his burial and reſurrection:.— 
and may I not appeal to the conſcience of every 
candid and unprejudiced Baptiſt, that were he 
to give an account of baptiſm by immerſion, as 
a reſemblance. of the burial and reſurrection of 
Chriſt, he would repreſent it in words and terms 
* di * from thoſe of the apoſtles ? 


Obj. 6. Tas beſt lexicograpbers do admit 
the leading ſenſe of the word baptizo is to dip, 
or plunge in water; if it be, we are not at all 
affected with its having, on ſome occaſions, a 7 ter 


. 


; An »ſ. Trovcn the beſt lexicographers allow 
this to be the leading ſenſe of the word, yet they 
maintain, at the ſame time, that it ſignifies alſo 
to waſh; the point therefore in diſpute, entirely bin- 
ges on this, INWHAT SENSE the SCRIPTURE uſes, this. 
word, whether to dip a perſon in and under water, 
or to waſh him with water. MR. LEIGH, a critic 
of approved ability and integrity, in his Crilica 


. 5 Though it be derived from bapie 
H to 
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to dip, or plunge into the water; yet it is taken 
more largely for any kind of waſhing, where 
there is no dipping at all: and he further ſays, 
Chriſt no-where requireth dipping, but only bap- 
tizing, which word importeth no mere than ablu- 
tion or waſhing, as Heſychius, Slephanus, Scapula, 
and Budæus, the great maſters of the Greek tongue, 
make good by very many inſtances and allega- 
tions out of claffic writers; Dr. Feath.—After- 
wards, in the ſupplement, he plainly ſhews his own 
fettled judgment concerning it; for he there 


adds, I ſuppoſe that which I have quoted in 


my Critica, out of the beſt lexicographers, and what 
J here quote in the margin out of two learned 
doctors (viz. Pocoek and Lightfoot ) may ſuffice to 
take off what is objected by Mr. Lawrence, in 
his treatiſe on baptiſm, from the force of the 
word.” — Is it not then impertinent for any one 
fill to urge? in Homer, Plutarch, Sc. it ſignifies 


to dip or plunge, for who denies it? for the 


point in diſpute hinges en this, has it alva 
that ſenſe, and xo other? for elſe it proves 
nothing againſt us :—eſpecially if this be not 
its conſtant meaning throughout the ſcripture ;, - 
—nor indeed is its idea of dipping ſufficient: 
to juſtify. the Baptiſts in their practice; for 
if they are in the right, it muſt ſignify not . 
to dip, but to dip under water. 


| Ma . Parkburſ alſo, in his: Greed Jed. e6-ahie> 
New Teſtament, after having mentioned the word 
_ as ſignifying to * or plunge, he adds, 


« but 
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E but the New Teſtament does not uſe it flrifly in 
this ſenſe, unleſs, &c. and afterwards citing 1 Cor. 
x. 2. he lays, baptized by ſprinkling.” 


GouLDMAN on the word baptizo, ſays, To 
awaſh, to water, to ſprinkle, Sc.“ Ainſworth 
on the word lavo, lays, To waſh, to bathe, to 
dbeſprinkle.”— Thus the beſt lexicons aſſure us that 
baptizo and lavo do not only ſignify to 82 or 
plunge, but allo to waſh and ſprinkle. 


Bur further, the inſpired writers of the Old 
and New Teſtaments (whoſe language and whoſe 
teſtimony ought ever to be regarded by us, as 
clear, full, and decifftve) do no-where, in my 
opinion, intend- by the word baptizo to ex- 
preſs merely, or chiefly an act of immerſion or dip- 
ping, and much leſs to dip under water; but 
rather that of waſhing or ſprinkling ;—and this 
I hope to make ARE from the following con- 
ſiderations: 


Fixs r, Becauſe in ſeveral places they uſe the 
word bapto for the act of dipping, and fo it is 
always rendered by our tranſlators. But they 
do not ſo much as once uſe this word to ſignify 
the ordinance of baptiſm, but always its derivative 
baptizo; ſo that they do not uſe theſe words as ſynony- 
mous, preciſely importing the ſame thing, Now 
if they had meant by the word baptizo to lignify 
4 erer dipping, 3 it is, I think, hard to conceive 
MW AA , why 
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why ths word bapto was never uſed by them to 
expreſs that ordinance, which it is allowed doth 
moſt properly ſignify to dip, but I queſtion if 
even bapto be always uſed, either by the ſeventy 
or in the New Teſtament, to ſignify a total dip- 
ping; in the following paſſages it ſeems to me 
to expreſs a partial dipping only; Gen. xxxvii. 


21. * dipped the coat in the blood,” &c. Exod. 


Xii. 22. * he ſhall take a bunch of hyſſop and 


dip itin the blood which is in the baſon.” . Lev, 
xiv. 6. © as for the living bird he ſhall take it 


and the cedar-wood, and the ſcarlet, and the lyſſop, 
and ſhall dip them, and the living bird, in the blood 


of the bird that was killed over the running 


water.“ Matt. xxvi. 23. “ he that dippeth his 
hand with me in the diſh,” —Rev. xix. 13. 
$ a garment dippcd in blood.” If then: bapto 
goth not always ſignify ſuch a dipping, as to cover 
that which is ſaid to be arpped ; much leſs doth the 
word baptizo contain in it the idea of complete 
immer ſion. I ſuppoſe therefore the ſacred writers 
do not mean by the word baptizo a dipping of 


the body under water. 


o. T Barro would: hardly:: have dens ſo 


well, becauſe the apoſtles and evangeliſts bor- 


rowing their Greek from the Old Teſtament, 
this word is never uſed there to expreſs the 


rite of Os or G1pping a Prey s whole 
body.“ 55 


1 } 


Anſ. Bar ro is twice uſed (Dan. iv. 99.— 
v. 21.) to expreſs the manner in which Næbuchad- 
nezzar's body was bedewed, or wet with the dew 
of heaven; and though this word ſignifies pro- 
perly to dip, yet in theſe places it does not ſeem 
to be-uſed in that ſenſe, but for the effet of 


dipping only, and this alſo was by a mode of 
ſprinkling. Nor, 


2. Dots it appear to me that Baptizo is 
any where uſed in ſcripture to expreſs the rite , 
of waſhing, or dipping a perſon's whole body. 
The inſtance of Naaman is no certain proof of 
it; for 1t 1s not ſaid he dipped himſelf (that word 
being not in the original) nor his body, much 
leſs his whole body, but the words are he dipped or 
baptized in Jordan: beſides, the Hebrew word 
is the ſame which the ſeventy, in other places, 
always render bapto, and, I think, no good rea- 
{on can be given why they ſhould render it bap- 
tizo in this place, unleſs they meant thereby to 
expreſs an idea not contained in the word bapto, 
that is to ſay, the ſenſe of waſhing; and this, I 
humbly conceive, plainly ſhews that baptizo in 
the Greek tongue, which doubtleſs the ſeventy 
well underſtood, it being then a living language, 
properly, ſignifies to waſh, and not fo properly, 
nor barely to dip. The context alſo required 
that the Hebrew word in that place ſhould be 
underſtood to have the ſignification of waſbing z 
: hence us tranſlators render it, not, as in other 


places 
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places by bapto, but baptizo; and why they did 
not render it by the word azw, which is gene- 
rally uſed for a perſon's waſhing himſelf, was, 
T ſuppoſe, this; becauſe finding the Hebrew 
word 521 in the text, they meant to expreſs the 
idea of Naaman's waſhing himſelf by the mode 
of dipping, hence they rendered it baptizo :—for 
it is obſervable that this word is not ſo much as 
once uſed in all the pentateuch, but the word az» 
to waſh, and bapto to dip, often: nor do I remem- 
ber that the word baptizo is uſed more 
than once in the Old Teſtament, viz, 2 Kings 
v. 14. except only Ifa. xxi. 4. where it is 
plainly figurative; in which ſenſe our Lord ſpeaks 
of his ſufferings as a baptiſm, for his ſweat was as it 
were great drops of blood, falling down to the ground. 


Nov theſe three words are, I think, uſed in 
{cripture with this preciſe difference, Bapto to 
dip, and thence to tinge or dye, but never to 
waſh ;—zw, never to dip, but ſimply to waſh, 
without any reſpect to the mode or manner of 
it z—baptizo, not barely to dip, but to dip in order 
. to waſh; ſo that where there is no waſhing there is, 
in my opinion, no baptizing: but if the body 
be covered with a garment, when immerſed, it 
may be ſaid indeed to be dipped or plunged, but 
cannot, I conceive, with any propriety be ſaid 
to be waſhed or baptized; no part of the body 
being properly wathed, but that which 1 is bare and 


. ien on it. 


ad 
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Fux rTRHER, it does not appear from 2 Kings 
v. 14. that Naaman plunged or dipped himſelf 
under water, for the prophet's word is not 5209 
bapto dip, but NM azw waſh, fo that baptize 
muſt, I think, there ſignify to waſh, for it is 
faid, he did acording to the ſaying of the man 
of God. The main ſtreſs therefore in the uſe 
of the word baptizo in that place, does not ſeem 
to be laid on the mode of dipping, but on the end 
propoſed by it, which was that of waſhing. 
And ſo Naaman plainly underſtood Elfha, for 
the prophet's word was not dip but waſh, and 
thus his ſervants underſtood him, and urged it 
upon their maſter : if the prophet, ſay they, 
had bid thee do ſome great thing wouldſt thou not 
have done it, how much rather when he ſaith to 
thee, waſh and be clean?” He therefore, in order 
to waſh, went and dipped in Jordan; fo then, had 
he made uſe of any other mode of waſhing . 
he would have done what the prophet had bidden 
him; and this he did, in my humble opinion, 
by ſprinkling : ; for he, being a leper, was ordered 
to waſh ſeven times, alluding, as I, conceive, to 
the manner in which Aepers were cleanſed under 
| the law for the leper was to be cleanſed by the 
prieſt's ſprintling him with blood and water ſeven 
times, ſee Lev. xiv. 1. &c, But the leper's' 
waſhing himſelf afterwards with water, is not ſaid” 
to be ſeven times, but once or twice, only Therefore 
Naanan 8 waſhing himſelf, as directed by the 
prophet, 


— 


L 64 ] 


prophet, anſwers to no mode of the lepers clean - 


ſing, but to that of ſprinkling only. 


Now as that ſprinkling ſignified the purging of ſin 
by the blood of Chrift, and purifying the ſoul by the 
Spirit, applied to believers, through faith; ſo, I 
conceive, the very ſame ſpiritual benefits were 
ſignified by the like mode of purification under 
the goſpel: Thus when Ananias ſaid to Saul, 
Acts xxii. Ariſe, and be baptized, and waſh away 
(arorzoa) thy fins, calling on the name of the Lord: 
in order to repreſent the waſhing away of his 
ſins by the blood of Chriſt, the ſprinkling of 
water on him, in the name of the Lord Jeſus, 
ſeems to me the moſt proper and ſcriptural 
emblem of it; and not any act of plunging or 
waſhing the whole body, there being no mode 


of this kind, that I know of, whereby the waſh- 


ing away of our ſins, by the blood of Chriſt, is 
ſignified, or repreſented to us, in all the ſcripture. 
The Baptiſts indeed tell us immerſion, or dip- 
ping a perſon under water, is eſſential to bap- 
tiſm; but the ſcripture, in my opinion, lays the 
whole ſtreſs on a perſon's being waſhed, and not 
at all on his being dipped. Some indeed affirm 
there is no waſhing but by dipping ; but this, I 
think, is raſbly ſpoken, for it is contradicted by 
every one's daily experience ; for men may, and 
generally do waſh their face every day without 
dipping it, and though they dip their hands 
in water, in order to waſh them; yet the face 


— 
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is as completely waſhed meldet dipping it, as the 
DA are by dipping them. ö 


8 The apoſtle, Heb. ix. 10. N of 
divers waſhings (Greek, different baptiſins) —we are 
told indeed by Dr. Gill, and ſome others; this is 
not to be underſtood of divers ſorts of waſhings, 
or baptiſms, but of different perſons or things 
waſhed ; but ſurely the apoſtle meant, and ought 
to be underſtood to mean, what he plainly fays 
his words are not diverſe perſons, or things bap- 
tized, but diapogois BamTiopos diver ſe bap!iſms : 
they were not only divers, many, but they were 
alſo diverſe, different ; the latin diver ſus is ambi- 
guous, but dia pes not; for I find it no- here 
uſed to ſignify many, but, as it properly means, 
to denote a diver/ity or difference ; ; and thence an 
excellency of one perſon, or thing above another; 
ſo it is evidently uſed Dan. vii. 3. four beaſts, 
diverſe one from another. Rom. xii. 6. Where 
it is rendered differing. Phil. i. 9. things that 
are excellent, or that differ. Heb. i. 4. a more 
excellent name than they.—And whoever carefully 
attends, with a mind unbiaſſed, to the ſcope of 
the paſſage, Heb. ix. will, I think, be led to 
underſtand the apoſtle as ſpeaking of every ſort 
of waſhing FOR PURIFICATION under the law, 
(the chief of which was that of ſprinkling) 
for elſe, I conceive, to prevent his being miſ- 
underſtood, he would have ſpecified the particular 
mode he intended by it ;-—and as he does not ſo 
much as name that mode of waſhing ſometimes 

| $14 rendered 
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rendered bathing, but he again and again men- 
tions that mode, and that only, which was by 
ſprinkling ; 1 ſuppole that the apoſtle in the paſ- 
ſage under conſideration, eminently refers to 
that mode of baptiſm or waſhing, which was by 
ſprinkling; conſequently the ſprinklings under the law 
were baptiſms, and are here ſo termed by the 
apoſtle. 


Acai; Maſes was commanded to waſh Aaron 

and his ſons, which i is recorded Exod. xxxix. 4. 
Kl. 12. but as the mode of it is not mentioned 
in either of the places, I think, no bumble chriſ- 
tian, who fears to incur the guilt of adding to the 
word of Gop, will preſume to affirm what was 
the preciſe manner of it: We are aſſured Goo 
gave all things in charge to Moſes, which he 
willed and commanded the children of Iſrael to 
obſerve and do; and we are aſſured likewiſe 
that Moſes was faithful in all Gop's houſe ; ; there- 
fore he neither added to, nor ſuppreſſed a Angle 
word of all which Gop had commanded him; 

| conſequently had this waſhing been meant of 
1 a total corporal immer/io1 ton, (as ſome Fewiſh writers 
_ ah have ſuppoſed) Moſes would doubtleſs have 


| recorded it .— Neither is a dipping into, or under 
| water, a proper waſhing ; > for waſhing, as, we 
1 obſerved before, is evidently more than bare dip- 
ping ;—a perſon may dip his hands or his whole 
body in water, without waſhing them; for after 
dipping, their fili bineſs may ſtill remain, and con- 
| ſequt NY's though dippeg, they are not waſhed: 
| but 
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but Moſes was commanded to waſh them— 1nd 
this he might do either in part or in whole 
without a total immerſion I ſuppoſe when 
Chriſt waſhed the diſciples feet he did ſomething 
more than barely dip them.—Aaron and his 
ſons likewiſe were ordered to waſh their hands 
and feet ; he doth not ſay their whole body, but 
their hands and feet only, when they weat into 
the ſandtuary to miniſter in the prieſts office :— 
here alſo, it was not a bare dipping that was com- 
manded, but waſhing. 


LIXEwISE, when Gop ſeparated to himſelf the 
tribe of Levi to miniſter unto him in the taber- 
nacle, inſtead of all ihe firſt-born of Iſrael, (who 
repreſented, as I conceive, the whole church of 
the firſt-born, whoſe names are written in heaven, 
Heb. xii.) Moſes was commanded to cleanſe 
them by ſprinkling water of purifying upon them, 
and then they were ordered to ſhave all their 
fleſh, &c. Num. viii. 7 


Ma. Jenkins indeed ſays, (as Dr. Gill had done 
before him), The ſprinkling, mentioned Num. 
xix. only ſanctiſied, or ſeparated rox the purify- 
ing, from whence it is called the water of ſepara- 
tion, Num. xix. g. but the purification itſelf was 
performed by waſhing the whole body in water, 
ver. 19. » fo ys Mr. Jenkins. | 


Bor I read of no commit given 3 Moſes, iu in 
any part of the chapter, that the unclean ſhould 
e 12 0 > waſh, 
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waſh his whole body; and therefore we have no 
ſcripture warrant to ſay that he did ſo ; nor do 
I find any expreſs command for it, in all the five 
books of Moſes, but in one place only, and that is, 
| Lev. xv. 16. and as it is exprefsly commanded 
in that particular ſpecies of uncleanneſs, and in 
no other, it ſeems to me reaſonable to ſuppole 
they did not waſh the whole body, on other occa- 
fions, but a part only, becauſe they had no 
expreſs command for it. 


Bur Mr. Jenkins is, I think, very bold, in 
that he further adds, © The apoſtle's argument 
loſes all its force without this explanation; for 
his (the apoſtle's) meaning is, that if the 
fprinkling, before mentioned, did not even 
purify the fleſh, but only ſeparated for that- 

. purification, how much more, &c.“ 


Henk again the apoſtle is made to mean what be 
_ doth not plainly ſay; and for what feafon I know 
| not, except it be this; that the apoſtle's words 
| have a plain tendency to diſprove the notion of 
| cor poral immerſion being eſſential to baptiſm. But 
8 Mr. Jenkins, in my opinion, has quite miftaken. 
| both Moſes, and the apoſtle ; for it appears to me, 
from Num. xix. that the” water mixed with the 
aſhes of the heifer, arid ſprinkled on the unclean, 
was, if not the whole, the chief part of his puri- 
fication : for Moſes ſays, ver. g. it, the water of 
ſeparation, (fo called, as I conceive; becauſe it 
ſeparated his niiclennneſs from him) is a purification 
for fin, i. e. to cleanſe: him from it; ver. 13. 
| | The 
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The unclean that purifieth not himſelf; defileth 
the tabernacle of the Loxp—ecauſe the mater of 
ſeparation was not ſprinkled upon him, he ſhall be 
unclean. ver. 17. it is called a purification for fit ; 
and again, ver. 20. he that is unclean, and puri- 
fieth not himſelf, hath defiled the ſanctuary of 
the Logy ;=the water of ſeparation hath not 
been prinkled upon him, he is unclean. s it not 
then clear and manifeſt, that the perſon is ſaid 
to be purified from his ſit, by the prinkling of 
the water of ſeparation, and not by the perſon's. 
waſhing himſelf afterwards? for the water 
ſprinkled, is again and again called a purification 
for ſin; and is ſaid to purify the unclean, by its 
being /prinkled on him; but his waſhing himſelf 
is not ſo much as once ſaid to danſe, of purify 


from f. 


Tux reaſon alſo for this diſtinction, is, I think, 
evident, becauſe the aſhes of the burnt heifer, 
as well as the blood of calves and goats mixed 
with water and ſprinkled on them, were figurative 
of the blood of Chriſt and of the Spirit of Gop, 
which by thoſe legal ſhadows were repreſented, 
as applied to ſinners, by a mode of ſprinkling ; for the 
. Purging of their fins :—but their waſhing the- 
ſelves afterwards had no reſemblance of eithet, 
but only, as I conceive, of the believet's practical 
acknowledgement of his impurity, and of his pur poſe 
and engagement to a future boly walk and conver- 
atrium; or, as the apoſtle James ſpeaks of keeping 
- himſelf miſporttd from the world : and 1 
175 e was Ii 
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was not performed 5 the prieſt, or ſome other 
clean perſon; but by the perſon himſelf who had 
been defiled, and that, in obedience to the divine 
command; be ye holy, for I am holy. And thus 


Paul writing to believers, who were declared to 
be already waſhed, and ſanctiſied, and juſtified in 
the name of the Lord Jeſus, and by the Spirit 
of our God; yet, to them he ſays, Let us, (not 
excluding himſelf) cleanſe ourſelves from all filthi- 
| neſs of the fleſh and ſpirit, perfecting bolineſs in the 
fear of God. 


Nor do I find any thing mentioned, Heb. ix. 

; as a pre-requifite for purification in diſtinction 
from that which purified z; (as Dr. Gill and Mr. 

ö Jenkins have ſuppoſed); and of that which is there 

ſaid to purify, the apoſtle mentions only the 
; blood of calves and goats, and the aſbes of an heifer 

| mixed with water, and theſe are ſaid to purify not 

by an act of immerſion, but of ſprinkling. 


Bur though Mr. Jenkins has ventured to aſſert, 
| that Without his explanation, the apoſtle's 
argument is weak, and loſes all its force ;” I, for 
my part; think quite the reverſe; for the apoſtle's 
| argument ſeems to me clear, ſtrong, and conclu- 
| | five, from his own words; and much better with- 
| out Mr, Fenkins's explanation, than with itz for 
| the apoſtle is not, in that place, telling the Jews 
what the law and its ordinances could not do, but 
what it could do for them, as pertaining to the fleſh z 
for he admits that they anſwered the end for 


which Gop appointed them; for though the 
$ | ſprinkliogs 
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ſprinklings of blood and water, &c. had not 
efficacy to purify the ſou! and purge the con- 
ſcience from ſin (for which they were never 
intended) yet they had virtue, by divine appoint» 
ment, to purify the fleſh from its legal defile- 
ments contracted by touching a dead body, &e. 
whereby they were cleanſed and qualified to 
approach Gop in his tabernacle, under the law, 
with acceptance; and without fear of incurring 
the divine diſpleaſure : but the Bd, of Chriſt 
has much more efficacy to purify their ſouls, &c. 


and they who are ſprinkled with it, may, through 


faith, draw near to Gop for the remiſſion 
of their ſins, with the greateſt confidence of 
being accepted with Him, through the blood of 
Jeſus ; which by its glorious efficacy, and the 
23 of Gop fully expiates and cleanſes 
them from all ſin, but this the law could not do for 


them. Thus the apoſtle argues from the leſs to 


the greater, and his reaſoning is intended, and 
wiſely intended to perſuade the believing Jeus to 
continue in the faith; as alſo to encourage ſinners 
at large, however guilty and defiled in them- 
ſelves, to come to Chriſt that their ſins may be 
pardoxed and purged through faith in his blood, 

and by him to draw nigh unto Gop with full 
aſſurance of faith, not doubting but he will gra- 
ciouſly accept them, through the death and 
mediation of his own Son, even Jeſus Chriſt, 


who once ſuffered for fins, the Juſt for the unjuſt, 
thax be might bring us to Gop, This, I think, is 


the 
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the plain ſcope and ſenſe of the paſſage ; for if, 
ſays the apoſtle, the blood of calves and of goats, 
and the aſhes of an heifer ſprinkling the unclean 
ſanctifieth unto the puritying of the fleſh ; how 
much more ſhall ibe blood of Chriſt, who through the 
eterns! Spirit offered bimſelſ without ſpat 16 Gap, _ 
_ purge your conſcience from dead works 10 ſerve the 
liping Goo ? 


TH3RQLY, Gop having raiſed up and ſent his 
ſervant Moſes, to be the deliverer of his people 
from Egyptian bondage, and to lead them through 
the wilderneſs to the borders of Canaan; the 
children of Iſrael are {aid to have been baptized unto, 
Moſes (as their leader and commander to follow him) 
in, or by the cloud, and by the ſea; 1 Cor. x. 2, but 
that they were properly in neither is manifeſt, 
for they walked on dry ground through the midſt 
af the ſea, and the cloud was high above them; 
therefore they were all baptized by ſprinkling, 
(as, 1 1 think, Mr. Parkbarſs and others have 
ri zhely under ſtood the paſſage) unleſs you can 
2 perſons to be baptized by water, when 
they de not fa much as touch the element; which ſup; 
poſition, in my opinion, is highly unreaſonable and 
ebſurd. It is ſaid indeed by ſome, © here is an 
allaſion to the cuſtom of eren the Iſraelites 
being, as it were, covered by the cloud over, 

and the waters on each fide. of them.” But 
this is barely aſſerted, without producing any 
ſcripture in ſupport of it, or giving any good 
reaſon for it :—and, in my humble opinion, 
there 
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there is no more reaſon to call the Iſraelites 
paſhng under the cloud, &c. an alluſon to the 
cuſtom of immerſion, than to call heir eating the 
ſame ſpiritual bread; and drinking the ſame ſpiritual 
arink, an alluſion to Chriftians eating bread and 
drinking wine at the Lord's table; but ſurely the 
former was as real and kterally true with them; as 
the latter is with us ;—beſides, the apoſtle, ag 
if foreſceing ſuch kind of eva/ions, and to 'guard 
us againſt being deceived by them, changes the 
prepoſition vro which he uſed in the firſt clauſe 
of the ſentence, into „ in the next, which he 
needed not- have done, but would, I conceive, 
have more properly retained it, had he intended i 
to ſpeak of the manner of their baptiſm, as | 
repreſenting the mode of immerſion ; for he ſays ' 
they were all ue under the cloud, and then imme« 
diately adds, were all baptized unto Mzes, not I 


uo under, or by being under the cloud, but & by ort | 
with the cloud and with the ſea, that is, with ' 
the waters of both ſprinkled upon them; this j 
I think, is the moſt proper and natural ſenſe of the | 


paſſage. This text therefore does, as I con- 
ceive, plainly ſhew that the mode of baptiſm is ⁶¹ 
not by immerſion, but by pouring or ſprinkling, {i 
and conſequently that the water was applied to | 
Leng and not the eee to the Water, | s | 
Ao; The ſalvation of Noah and his family 

in the ark, by the medium of water, is repreſented by 
Peter, as a figure of our being ſaved by baptiſm, 
"through the reſurrection of Chriſt: here Mr. = 
K Martin 
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Martin ſays, In what manner baptiſm ought 
to be adminiſtered, and to whom, are abundantly 
evident to me, from this memorable paſſage,” he 
adds, „Is it not then at leaſt determined that 
the proper ſubjects ſhall be applied 2 the water, 
and that water ſhall not be applied to ſuch ſub- 
jects?ꝰ The paſſage ſtrikes me in a very different 
light, from that which Mr. Martin conceives of 
it z—as to the ſubject we are agreed - but as to 
the mode, 1 think it rather repreſents ſprinkling 
or pouring, than that of immerſion; for Noah and 
his family being entered into the ark (which, 
as I conceive, was a figure of Chriſt) the water 
was then poured upon them, (and was not this 
alſo applying water to them ? ) whereby the perſons 
in the ork, and together with the ark, were 
raiſed and carried above the waters, and thus 
they were ſaved by water, from being drowned 
with'the reſt of the world, who were not in the 
ark, 


Bur it does not appear to me that the tem- 
poral ſalvation of Noab and his family by water, 
was a figure of believers ſalvation under the goſ- 

pel, by water- baptiſm, for with what propriety 
can one type or ſhadow be made a figure: of ano- 
ther of the ſame nature? Peter calls the baptiſm 
he ſpeaks of, an antitype of Noab's being ſaved 

by water, which I take to be the ſpiritual ſubſtance, 
or reality of what Noah's temporal ſalvation ſig- 
nifiedz beſides, had that been Pe/er's meaning, 

N It 
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it would, I think, follow, that water-baptiſm is 
abſolutely neceſſary to ſalvation, (which even Mr. 
Booth, as well as myſelf, diſavows in ſtrong 
terms) for Peter ſaith, baptiſm doth now ſave us; 
and though, he adds, through the reſurrection 
of Jeſus Chriſt, this doth not in the leaſt alter 
the caſe, for he declares baptiſm doth now 
fave us, therefore in ſome ſenſe or other he 
repreſents it as neceſſary to our ſalvation ;—but 
if this text ſpeak of water-baptiſm, and none 
are ſo baptized, but thoſe that are immerſed, will 
it not follow that no Pedo-baptiſt can be ſaved ? 
—but I rather think that the apoſtle ſpeaks 
of ſpiritual baptiſm, for he ſays, not the putting 
away the filth of the fleſh (which is all that bare 
waſhing the body with water can do) but the 
baptiſm which he ſpeaks of, is that which produ- 
ces the anſwer of a good conſcience towards God, 
which ſpiritual baptiſm, (through faith in the 
death and reſurrection of Chriſt) certainly does, 
but mere corporal baptiſm does not; and this 
ſenſe of the paſſage well agrees, as I conceive, 
with PauPs plainer language on the ſame ſubject, 
when he ſays, Gop our Saviour, according to his 
mercy, hath ſaved us,—with the waſhing of regenera- 
tion, and renewing of the Holy Spirit, which he ſbed 
on us abundantly through Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour, 
Tit. iii. and does not this pouring of the Spirit 
from on high upon believers, fitly anſwer to 
the pouring, of water upon Mab and his OL. 
in the ark, er of 6 a 
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FouRTHLY, As in the law of Moſes, fo inthe writ- 
ings of the prophets, who lived many ages after ; the 
ſame ſpiritual benefits (which Gop had promiſed 
to confer upon his people, under the goſpel, and 
which are now come unto us by Jeſus Chriſt) 
are by them allo, repreſented and ſaid to be given 
and applied to us, in a way f pouring or ſprinkling 3 


but no- where, that I can find, by a mode of dip- 


Ping or immerſion.— J, faith Gop, will pour 


water upon him that is thirſty, I will Pour my 


Spirit upon thy ſeed,” Iſa. xliv. 3. and again, 
* He ſhall /prinkle many nations,” Ifa. Iii. 15. and 
again, in Ezek. he ſaith, I will ſprinkle clean 
water upon you, and ye fhall be clean, from all 
your filthineſs and from all your idols will I cleanſe you, 
&c. I will put my Spirit within you, &c. Ezek. 
XXXV1. 25, 26, 27. Now if the prophet here 
alludes, as ſome have thought, to certain of the 
ceremonial ſprinklings under the law, then it 
ſhews they were cleanſed from their unclean- 
neſſes, under that diſpenſation, by a mode of 
ſprinkling : but if the promiſe reſpected ſome 
future ſtate of the church, (and that far more ex- 
cellent than that of the Jews at their return 
from Babylon, viz. that of the goſpel in the days 


of the Meffiah) as I think, it plainly did, (though x 


perhaps not yet fully accompliſhed) then it de- 
clares that, Gop would till cleanſe them, by 
a like mode of forinkling, under the goſpel 
alſo. Now this great evangelical promiſe 
muſt needs be fulfilled; but when was it ful- 


2 Wat due? 
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filled ? unleſs when John, in the beginning of 
the goſpel, baptized his diſciples with water 
and Chriſt, ſoon after, baptized his believing 
followers with the Holy Spirit, for the paſſage 
| ſeems to me to have a reſpect to both; for the 
ſign and thing ſignified, viz. ſprinkling them with 
water, giving a new heart, and putting Gop's 
Spirit within them, are expreſsly mentioned. 
If then this glorious promiſe reſpect the ſtate of 
the church under the goſpel, as I think it did, (as 
well as thoſe promiſes in Iſa. xliv. and lii.) does 
it not plainly follow that water-baptiſm was by 
ſprinkling ; notwithſtanding all that ſome learned 
men may have urged to the contrary, from the 
leading idea of the word baptizo? for we are 
here expreſsly told that Gop would cleanſe his 
people from all their uncleanneſs by /prinkling 
clean water upon them ;—thoſe then whom Go 
fo cleanſes, are clean every whit, and need not to 
be immerſed, but ſprinkled only: for the text | 
aſſures us that Gop would cleanſe his people | 
by /prinkling clean water upon them. Do not 
thoſe perſons then greatly err, who venture to 
aſſert there is no waſhing but by dipping, and 
ſpeak of ſprinkling, as a religious mode of waſh- 
ing, by way of deriſion; though Gop hath ex- 
preſs]y declared that he would waſh or cleanſe 
his people from all their uncleanneſs by ſprinkling 
clean water upon them? the analogy. of faith, - 


and the harmony of ſcripture alſo do, I think, re- 
quire. us thus to underſtand 1 We For, bo 
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„ this manner the Jewiſb church were firſt 


| cleanſed, and brought into a covenant-relation to 
 Gop at Hareb, by the miniſtry of Moſes, the 


mediator of that covenant; for they were all 


Purified by blood and water being ſprinkled upon 
them, ſee Heb. ix, 19. and with reſpe& to this 
antient type and mode of purification, ChRisr, the 
| Mediator of the New Covenant, is ſaid to come 


by water and by blood; and his blood is called, 
the blood of ſprinkling. —T he prophet 1/aiah alſo 
in a text before cited, (ſpeaking of Chzisr) 
ſays, be ſhall ſprinkle many nations, not the be- 
lieving Jews only, but the Gentiles alſo ; which 
ſprinkling, ſcems to me from the context, more 
properly to reſpect the application of his blood, 
than the bare preaching of his goſpel to the 
Gentiles ;. for the former is always effectual to 
cleanſe them from their fins, but the latter not; 


| becauſe it is not always mixed with faith by 


them that hear it, and though the Jprinkling of 
water be not expreſsly mentioned in Ia, Iii. 
yet, by comparing it with the parallel text in 
Ezek. xxxvi. 25. it is, I think, reaſonable to 
n that alſo, is to be included in it. 


1 nus \Chrift having ſned his blood for the 


ka of his church, ſanctifies and cleanſes 
ber with the waſhing of water (the emblem of the 
Spirit) by the word, which is the miniſtration of the 
Spirit, through faith; for faith cometh by bearing, 


and "Ry by the word of Gop preached unto 
$ them, 


C5792 3": 
them; alſo Heb. x. 22. does, I think; ſpeak 
of the ſame goſpel bleſſings, and as applied to 
believers in the very ſame manner.—Tf ſome 
from the epithet pure water in this text, and 
clean water in Ezekiel, ſhould rather think it 
means not an-outward but an inward cleanſing, 
even the inward purifying of the ſpirit z yet ſtill 
the mode of application 1s always deſcribed oy 
ſprinkling, and not by aipping. 


As then the application of NEHA ER bleſ- 
ſings to the people of Gop is conſtantly repre- 
ſented by a mode of ſprinkling, both in the law 
of Moſes, and in the prophets ; is it not reaſon- 
able to ſuppoſe that the ſame bleſſings ſhould be 
repreſented by the like mode of application 
under the goſpel ? as I think they evidently 
appear to be; for elſe with what propriety could 
the prophets deſcribe the application of the 
blefſings of the Meſſiah's Kingdom, (which were 
then future, but are now preſent,) as actually con- 
ferred on us, thro? faith, by a mode of ſprintlimg or 
pouring, as they certainly do ? Now as one part 
of theſe promiſes, viz. the ſprinkling of 'the 
blood of Chriſt, and the pouring of the Spirit 
upon believers has been exactly and literally 
fulfilled, it does, I think neceſſarily follow, that 
| the other part of them muſt have been fulfilled 
likewiſe, for they evidently reſpe& the very ame 
period of the church; but if Jobs baptized: by 
immer fion, when was that of printing w 


upon 
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upon believers at any time fulfilled n 
to the . Pri | 


5 3 Believers { in the New . are 
ſaid to be waſhed, where there is no immerſon, 
but ſprintling only; for Chriſt, as the ſcripture 
teſtifies, hath waſhed us from our ſins in his own. 
blood; but the manner of it, is again and again. 
repreſented by that of ſprinkling : * Elect according 
to the foreknowledge of Gop the Father, thro? 
ſanctification of the Spirit unto obedience, 
and ſprinkling of the blood of Jeſus Chriſt,” 
1 Pet. i. and again, Ye are come to Jeſus. 
the Mediator of the New Covenant, and to the 
blood of /prinkling,” Heb xii. and to this man- 
ner of being cleanſed from fin, David had evi- 
dently a reſpect when he earneſtly prayed to have 
his great fin, in the matter of Uriah, pardoned 
and removed from his deeply wounded and 
defiled conſcience : Purge me, ſays he, with 
byſſap, (by which the typical blood of atonement 
was ſprinkled) and 1 ſhall be clean; waſh me, (he 
ſays not, and I will then waſh myſelf) but waſh 
thou me (and Gop's manner of waſhing, as we 
have heard, was by ee and I 1 be 


: Whit than ſnow, 


| FRI 8 may ſay, as Dr. Gill Yay done, 
what has been mentioned in favour of ſprinkling 
$ are only reſemblances and alluſive expreſ- 
A how can that be bare alluſion, which 
cConz 
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contains a promiſe of things futur. of good 
things to come? there is nothing allu/ive there- 
fore in the paſſage, unleſs it may be ſaid, by 
hinting at the manner of purifying under the law; 
Gop here ſhews us, and declares, that he would 
in the ſame way cleanſe his people, under the goſ- 
pel, even by that of ſprinkling.— But they who 
can ſatisfy themſelves with the learned Doctor's 
eva/ſions and unwarranted aſſertions, may, I 
think, be claſſed with certain Socinians (though 
in points of greater importance) -who being 
unable to. reconcile their notions with the plain 
and obvious ſenſe of ſcripture, endeavour to 
gec rid of the difficulties that ſtand in their way, 
by calling them allaſions, allegories, &c. although 
the language and ſenſe of ſcripture, in thoſe 
' paſſages, be as clear and obvious, as that which 


in other places they readily admit in its plain 


and litteral ſenſe, without any figure whatever: 
for though the prophets have plainly declared 
that Gop under the goſpel would pour and 
ſprinkle water upon his people, yet as this cannot 
be reconciled with that of immerſion, the Doc- 
tor and others, treat their words as mere alluſions, 
without having any ſcripture warrant for it, 


I osszrve further, there is nothing, in my 
opinion, revealed, commanded, or appointed 1n 
the goſpel, reſpecting the church of Gop, either 
as to the -maiter of ſalvation, or the manner of 
applying it to the ſubjects of grace; but what 
was either foretold or promiſed in the ſcriptur 7 

. 9 , of 
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of the prophets ; or repreſented by the types and 
' ſhadows of the law of Moſes :—for what does the 
New Teſtament contain but the ſubſtance of thoſe 
ſhadows, and the accompliſhment of antient prophe- 
cies concerning Chriſt and his church? together 
with its additional eftimony, and fuller explana- 
tion of thoſe prophefies not yet accompliſhed ; but 
what all, and muſt be fulfilled, in their ſeaſon. 


Bur further; that the Greeks, by the word 
baptizo, did not mean to expreſs barely, or priu- 
cipally an act of dipping, (and I queſtion if they 

ever ulſcd it properly to dip or plunge under water) 
but rather that of waſhing, has, I ſuppoſe, been 
fufficiently ſhewn already, from Mr. Leigh's 
Critica, &c. and eſpecially from 2 Kings v. 
14. where it cannot, in my opinion, have any 
other ſignification from the obvious ſcope of 
, \ . & 
the paſſage :—and the authority of the ſeventy in 
this matter, has with me more weight, than any 
pagan claſſic, or lexicon whatever, that may ſeem 
to have uſed' the word in a ſenſe different from 
3 them, —Nor do I think that the apaſtles and 
; evangeliſts uſed this word merely becauſe they 
==: found it in the ſeptuagint;, but becauſe it was 
a2 a proper word to expreſs what they intended by 
it, viz. a flight dipping in order to waſh, (not to 
put away the filth of the fleſh) but in a religious 
ſenſe ſlightly to waſh the hands; or. to waſh a 
perſon by lightly pouring or ſprinkling. water upon 
him :—and that our tranſlators conceived this 
to be the ſenſe of the word whereyer it occurs 
in 


—- 


| 


l 


in the New Teſtament is, I think, evident; for 


they never render it dip, but always retain the 


Greek baptize, or elſe render it to waſh, The 
Dutch. tranſlation therefore, which, as J am in- 
formed, renders it to dip, is, I think, faulty; 


for the word baptizo ſignifies more than to dip; 


their tranſlation alſo confounds it with the word 
bapto ;, but theſe words are always diſtinguiſhed 
as words of different import throughout the icrip- 
ture.— Again, that baptizo doth not ſignify corpo- 
ral immer/ion, is, I think, plain from Luke xi. 38. 
where it is ſaid, be Phariſees marveiled that Chriſt 
did not waſh, Greek, baptize before dinner; on 


which place Lightfoot, and other learned men 
underſtand it to ſignify not an immer/ion or waſh-_ 
ing of the whole body, but of a part, or of the 


hands only; (though Dr. Gill, and ſome others, 


think otherwiſe) but that waſhing the hands is 


all which was meant by it, ſeems to me plain 
from the queſtion which, on a like occaſion, 
the Phariſees put to Chriſt, when they ſaid, 
«© Why do thy diſciples tranſgreſs the tradition 
of the elders, for they waſh not their hands when 
they eat bread?” for had it been the cuſtom to 
waſh their whole bodies on ſuch occaſions, it 
would, I think, have been mentioned ; but 


there is not a ſingle word about waſhing their 


bodies, but their hands only, ſee Matt. xv. 2. 


Mark vii. 2, 3, 4, 5-—We are told likewiſe, at_ 
the marriage in Cana of Galilee, (ſee John ii.) 
there were ſet ſix water pots of water, after the 

L2 manner 
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manner of the purifying of the Jes; ſurely not wk 


corporal immerſion: but moſt probably, for the 
purpoſe of waſhing their hands only.— And if 
the waſhing mentioned Eph. v. 26. 1 Cor. 
v. 11. 2 Pet. i. 9. be meant of baptiſm, as 
ſome ſuppoſe, it is, I think, evident the apoſtles 
and evangeliſts laid no ſtreſs on the mode of 
dipping, but on the waſhing intended by it. 


FirtaLy, Baplixo in the New Teſtament, — 
J conceive, ſignifies to waſh or purify, 
ſprinkling or pouring; ſo, I think, it means a 
i. 5. Jobn truly baptized with water, but ye ſhall. 
be baptized with the Holy Spirit: the word 
baptize hath undoubtedly the fame meaning in 
both parts of this verſe:— As I, for my part, ſee 
no more reaſon to underſtand it fieuratively in 
the /atter clauſe than in the former: ſome 
men may deny this, but J have met with no one 
as yet that has offered any good reaſon againſt 
it; — to ſay immerſion is implied in the word, 


is begging the queſtion. 


' Now it is certain that believers were baptized 
with the Spirit, by its being poured upon them; 
and as John's manner of Baptizing is expreſſed 
by the ſane word, it ſeems to me necefarily' to 
follow that the mode was the ſame in both; 
eſpecially as John's baptizing with water ſeems 
to have been a fer or emblem of Chrift's bap- 
tizing with the Holy Spirit. — But baptiſin of | 
the Spirit is my repreſented by the Spirit's 

being 
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being poured, or ſhed on them, or put upon them, 
or failing on them, &c. all which expreſſions 
well agree with the act of pouring or ſprinkling, 
but not at all with that of dipping or immerſion.— 
As then Jobn's manner of waſhing and purifying 
his diſciples with water, is expreſſed by the word 
baptixo, and the manner of Chriſt's waſhing and 
purifying his diſciples with the Spirit, is expreſ- 
fed by the very ſame word; doth it not plainly 
follow that the ode was the ſame in both? and 
this, 12 my humble opinion, gives us the true 
idea, and fixes the ſenſe of the word baptizo, as it 
was uſed, and intended to be underſtood, by the 
inſpired apoſtles and evangeliſts, —And all that the 
advocates for immerſion have ſaid, or urged to 
the contrary, from Matt iii. 16. Jobn iii. 23. 
Acts viii. 38. Rom. vi. 3, 4, 5. or any other 
part of ſcripture, amounts, in my opinion, to 
no more than mere hypotheſis; and when they 
urge the primary idea, or leading ſenſe of the 
word as ſignifying to dip or plunge, from lexicons, 
Pagan, or Jewiſh writers, (which have been, 
I conceive, ſufficiently obviated already). toge- 
ther with the opinions of many /zarned and- 
good men, of different denominations ,, yet, in my 
humble opinion, they do not, and I am per- 
ſuaded never will be able, to prove that it has 
that ſenſe in the holy ſcripture; or that the in- 
ſpired writers intended to expreſs an act of im- 
merſion by it; but rather as ſignifying to waſh 
or cleanſe, and that by a mode of ſprinkling or 
n it ſeems to me indifferent E. 
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of theſe two was made uſe of, becauſe the mod: 
is the ſame in both, and they only differ as to the 
quantity, and not at all as to the quality or manner 
of it: and thus the ſame ſpiritual bleſſings are 
by the prophets repreſented as applied or given 
to believers, ſometimes by ſprinkling, and ſometimes 
by pouring. —As then the putting or pouring of 
the Spirit on believers is baptiſm with the Spirit; 
does it not neceſſarily follow, that pouring or 
ſprinkling water upon them, is baptiſm with 
water alſo? 


Ir is ſaid indeed, by way of osJecTION, that 
the pouring of the Spirit on the apoſtles is called 
baptiſm by way of alluſion to that of immerſion ; 
f becauſe the houſe, in which the apoſtles were 
then aſſembled, was filled with it. But how doth 
the objeftor know that this is the reaſon why it is 
i} called baptiſm ? the ſcripture no-where gives this 
| as a reaſon for it; conſequently, we have no war- 
| rant from ſcripture either to ſay, or believe it.— 
That which God has plainly revealed, or teſti- 

fied in his word, I readily acknow/edze, and believe 

— but the doftrines, opinions, and traditions of 

men, toe are warned not haſtily to receive, but firſt 

to. prove and try them by the zouchſtone of all 
religious truth, that is, by the holy ſcriptures; 
before we admit the writings and doctrines of 
men to be perfectly agrecable to the doctrine 
of God :— beſides, there is this difference in the 

| Preſent caſe, the apoſtles were in the houſe before 
the "Oy filled it, ſo that. there was nothing 

Uke 
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like dipping in the caſe; but in immerfon the 


place is firſt filled with water, before the perſon is 


put into it. 


But further; the apoſtle Peter, being one of, 
the twelve who were baptized with the Spirit, on 
the day of Penticeft ; has, I think, plainly ſhewed 
there was no reference to any mode of baptiſm 
but that of pouring ; for ſpeaking to the people 
on that very oecaſion, he ſays, ibis is that which 
was ſpoken of by the prophet Joel; and it ſhall come 
to paſs in be laſt days, ſaith Gor I wiLL pour our 


F My SPIRIT upon all fleſb — and upon my ſervants 


and npon my handmaids will I pour out of my Spi- 
rit, Acts ii. 17, 18, conſequently the pouring of 
the Spirit on them, was their being baptized with 
the Spirit, without any reſpect to the place in which 


they were; whether in a houſe, or in the open fields, 


AnD this alſo Peter further ſhews, when the 


fame Holy Spirit was afterwards given to Cornelius, 
and his believing friends, through the goſpel's 

being preached to them, (which is the miniſtra- 
tion of the Spirit), For as I began to ſpeak, ſaith 
Peter, tbe Holy Spirit FELL on them, AS ON US, af 
the beginning; the apoſtle adds, then remembered I. 
the word of the Lord Feſus, how he ſaid, ob 
indeed baptized with water, but ye ſhall be baptized 
with the Holy Spirit, Acts xi. 15, 16.—but here 
is not a word of the place being filled with the 
Holy Spirit: to me therefore it is clear. and 
manifeſt, that the manner of giving the Spirit, viz. 


by 
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» pouring it on them, is that which is called their 
baptiſm with the Spirit, and not from the place or 
houſe being filled with it.—In like manger the 
Holy Spirit is ſaid to come on thoſe twelve, whom 
Paul laid his hands on, after they had been pre- 
viouſly baptized in the name of the Lord Jeſus, 
Acts xix. 6. | | 


Our opponents further urge; That baptiſm 
of the Spirit is confeſſedly figurative. But who 
are they that confeſs this ? none, that I can find, 
of the ſacred writers have any where done it. And, 
in my humble opinion, baptiſm of the Spirit is 
ſo far from being figurative, that it is quite the 
reverſe ; that it is ſpiritual baptiſm is evident, but 
I cannot ſee it to be figurative in any ſenſe what- 
ever. I ſhould be glad to be informed what it is 
a figure of; is it of the mode or matter of water- 
baptiſm ? certainly neither; for baptiſm with 
water both preceded, and was itſelf a figure of 
ſpiritual baptiſm ; for it is, I think, evident that 
John's baptizing with water re/pefted and ſig- 
nified, as an emblem, Chriſt's baptizing with the 
Holy Spirit, the ſubſtauce and end of it; even as 
the bread and wine at the Lord's table is the viſible 

fign, as well as memorial of Chriſt, and bim cruci- 
Fed. T herefore when Jobn ſaid, I baptize with 
water, but be (Chriſt) ſhall bapiize you with the 
Holy Spirit; and when Chriſt, after his refurrec- 
tion, ſaid to his diſciples, Fobn truly baptized with 
dg but 10 fall ve 1 with ou Holy * 
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the moſt natural and obvious ſenſe of the words, 
I conceive to be this, John outwardly waſhed and 
purified his diſciples by ſprinkling or pouring water 
upon them; but ye ſhall be inwardly waſhed and 
purified by the Holy Spirit being poured upon you. 


STILL it may be urged, that * the leading 


ſenſe of the word baptizo is to dip or plunge in 
water ; and if it be, ſays Mr. Martin, we are not 
at all affected with its having, on ſome occa- 
ſions, a ſofter ſignification.“ All this is nothing 


to the purpoſe, unleſs it can be proved that the 
ſcripture uſes it in the ſenſe of plunge, which 1 
think it does not, and have given divers reaſons for 


it, and the ſcripture ſenſe of the word muſt needs 
be its true meaning, whatever may be urged to 
the contrary. By ſofter fignification, 1 ſuppoſe, 


Mr. Martin means, ſimply to waſh, where there 
18 no proper dipping; and perhaps, he may, 


even include that of ſprinkling; for ſo ſome 


learned men underſtand it, and among theſe is 
Mr. Parkhurſt, who, in his Greek lexicon, on the 


word þaptizo, ſays baptized by ſprinkling. Thus 
we fee learned men are divided in their opinions 
about the ſenſe in which this word is uſed in 


ſeripture.— But if the word, on any occaſion, 


have a fofter ſignification than that of dipping 
under water, (for dipping in, without going 
under water, does not expreſs what the Baptiſts 


contend for) their arguments for immerſion, 


(from the primary ſenſe of the word) are, I 
Mink, greatly affected by it; for (as the goſpel 
| . 1 
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is a more mild and pracious diſpenſation than that 


of the law) it is incumbent on them to prove 


that it has not akvays that ſofter fignification, 
throughout the New Teſtament. But how will 


they prove this, unleſs by the plain and expreſs 


words of icripture, or by ſome other circumſtan- 
ces attending the adminiſtration of baptiſm, 
which neceſſarily declare it to have been by 
immerſion ?—that the word baptizo is not always 
uſed in that ſenſe, is, I think, granted by Mr. 
Martin himſelf, for he allows it to have on ſome 
occaſions, a ſofter fignification, Now I have ex- 
amined and conſidered thoſe texts on which our 
opponents lay the greateſt ſtreſs, and it does not 
appear to me that immerſion is plainly declared 
in any one of them; or that it can be inferred 
with certainty, from circumſtances, or from any of 
the prepoſitions there made uſe of, that it has in 
thoſe paſſages the ſenſe of dipping under water; 


but rather, I think, the ſacred writers have cau- 


tiouſly avoided, as if by deſign, every term or 
circumſtance that would warrant any one to con- 
clude they certainly meant and intended by the 
word baptizo, immerſion, or dipping under 
water. If I am miſtaken, I wiſh to be convinced 
of my miſtake, for I can with great truth declare, 
that I am not conſcious of being under the 
influence of any prepoſſeſſion, or of any worldly 
bias whatever. ; 


LASTLY, The moſt intereſting ind profitable 
prdinances of the gol pel are, I conceive, as Am- 


ple 
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ple and eaß to be underſtood and practiſd, as ity 
moſt eſſential and important dofrines of repentance, 
faith, and goſpel holineſs; J am ſure that of the 
Lord's Supper is ſo.— Now baptiſm by ſprinkling is 
no burdenſome, or terrifying rite to any one; but 
the manner in which it is performed by the Baptiſts 
is attended with much ou/ward ceremony, and 
often, as I ſuppoſe, with fear, and mental diſquiet 
in the ſubjects of it: for J have heard certain 
zealous Baptiſts acknowledge with regret, they 
have obſerved ſome who come to be immerſed 
with an. appearance of dread or reluftance ; and 
that this is the caſe with many, can, I think, 


hardly be doubted, from the very manner of 


irs being adminiſtered, with a peculiar dreſs pro- 
vided for that purpoſe; and their being drawn, 
or let down into the water backwards; which 
unnatural poſture of bathing, or putting a perſon 
under water, has, I think, a tendency to diſcom- 
poſe their minds, and render them unfit to exerciſe 
that faith which is ſo neceſſary to be acted by 
them, on the occaſion; and though it may not have 
that effef} on all, it is probable that lome are 


not a little affected by it. 


Hap indeed the Gxiptare directed, or given 


a command for this manner of dipping, they 


that do it would be juſtified in the practice of 
it, but I do not find that the ſcripture any 
where warrants the practice either by precept, 

or example. A dead perſon indeed may with pro- 
0 | priety "er this manner be laid in his grave, but 
| * for 
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for a living perſon it is neither natural, nor 


expedient ; ſeeing there is no expreſs command 
for it. Is not this manner of dipping then a 
mere human invention, or act of will. worſbip, in 
adminiſtering the ordinance of baptiſm? But 
if this had been the manner in which Joby or 
the apoſtles baptized, it would probably have 
been mentioned in ſome place or other of the 
facred writings; ſeeing in all other divine ordi- 


nances, eſpecially thoſe of the greateſt impor- 


tance, the ſcripture is very particular and 
explicit; and had baptiſm been intended to re- 
preſent the burial of Chriſt, in the mode of it, 


I think it highly reaſonable to ſuppoſe that the 


ſcriprure would have expreſsly mentioned ſo 
important a circumſtance ;—and as Joby bap- 
tized often, if not always, in the moſt public pla- 
ces, and that both men and women; it ſeems 
to me neceſſary that ſome notice ſhould have 
been taken both of the moves and other circum- 
ances attending it; if he baptized both men 
and women publicly, by immerſion :—becaule, I 
conceive, the manner of it was entirely new, and 
altogether without a precedent; for there is nothing, 
that I can find, either in the law, or the prophets, 
to which it wſyers by way of reſemblance. 


W read of many, both men and women, 
being ordered to waſh themſelves, who had con- 
tracted ſome ceremonial defilement, but I never 
read of their being waſhed by another for their 


„ except only * an a act of ſprinkling. 


And 
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And I believe the Baptiſts themſelves are altoge- 
ther at a loſs to point out the manner of John's 
baptizing thoſe who came to him for that pur. 
poſe, whether with or without a covering. Nor 
can they, as I ſuppoſe, affign any good reaſon, 
why the ſcripture ſhould be totally filent about 
it, but this only ; that he baptized not by immer- 
fon, but by ſprinkling, for the Jews were well 
acquainted with the latter, and often read of it 
in their ſcriptures, but of the former; I conceive, 
they.were totally ignorant; it not being practiſed 


or commanded in their law. —Moſes's waſhing 


Aaron and his ſons, which we mentioned before, 
is by no means a proper reſemblance of it; 
rather his cleanſing the Levites, taken for the 
firſt- born, by ſprinłling purifying water upon 
them; doth with much more propriety repreſent 
the mode of baptiſm by ſprinkling under the 
goſpel. I hoſe Baptiſts alſo, with whom I have 


converſed on this particular, are divided in their 
opinions about it; none of them believe that a 


proper bathing dreſs was provided for them, on the 
occaſion; but ſome have told me they ſuppoſed 
them to have been baptized in their ordinary 
apparel, others without any covering at all; but 
ſurely as decency muſt forbid the latter; w, 1 


think, their health and ſafety will Troup mili- 
tate againſt the former. 


Now the ſilence of ſcripturein this * is eaſily, 

and, I think, rationally accounted for, and every 

difficulty e on the ſuppoſition that John 
baptized 
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baptized not by dipping them under water, but 
by ſprinkling water upon them ; which alſo beſt 
anſwers to the moſt uſual and ſignificant mode 
of purification under the law; and agrees Iike- 
wiſe to that manner of cleanſing, by which God, 
in the ſcriptures of the prophets, promiſed he 
would cleanſe his people under the goſpel ; which 
was by ſprinkling them both with blood and 
water, to which a perſon's being baptized into 
the death of Chriſt, by the ſprinkling of water on him, 
doth, in my opinion, very fitly and fully anſwer. 
As then the pouring of the Spirit on a believer is 
baptiſm with the Spirit, pouring of water on him muſt, 
I think, of neceſſity be baptiſm with water. 


Tuus, I have given my opinion concerning 
the mode of baptiſm, with my reaſons for dif- 
fering from thoſe who hold it to have been by 
immerſion z but if any one can make it plainly 
appear either from the expreſs, words, or ſenſe of 
| ſcripture; that John or the apoſtles of Chriſt did 

certainly dip perſons under water when they bap- 
tized them, or that they had a divine command 
for it, or that baptiſm was intended, by a mode 
of immer/ion, to repreſent litierallß the burial of 
Chriſt ;:—when this is proved, I retract all that 
I here publiſh againſt it; and ſhall, I hope, be 
ready to acknowledge I have been miſtaken, 


| Now, as an error in judgment or principle, natu- 
rally tends to lead a perſon into an error in 
practice; ſo, I think, it has been with the Baptiſts 
4 Sy | in 
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in this caſe (at leaſt with many of them) wha 
from their miſtaken opinion, as J conceive it to be, 
and from a zeal for immer/ion, have been induced 
raſhly to cenſure and judge their brethren who dif- 
fer from them in this matter, ſo far as to charge 
them with being -b/tinately blind, or of wilfully 
ſhutting their eyes, in this point, againſt the 
moſt clear and expreſs doctrine of {cripture :—- 
and not only ſo, but to exclude them from their 
churches likewiſe, as perſons unworthy, or as 
having no right to commune with them at the Lord's 
table: this then ſhall be my next enquiry, 


: 
| 
| 
| 
; 
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On FER ran oF WATER-BAPTISM. 


AVING in the preceding pages delivered 
my thoughts on the ſubject and mode of 
baptiſm, I proceed to conſider its importance. 


| Tnar water-baptiſm is not abſolutely neceſſary 
to ſalvation is, I think, generally allowed by all 
parties, —For though the church of England in 
her office for the baptiſm of infants, as alſo in her 
catechiſm, ſeems to ſay otherwiſe, yet, I queſtion 
if any of them heartily believe it, or will deliberately 
and ſolemnly affirm that no one can be ſaved with- 
out it. Mr. Booth in plain and expreſs terms 
declares, it is not his opinion; for he ſays, ** So 
far from making baptiſm a ſaving ordinance, we 
do not, we cannot, conſider any one as a proper 
ſubject of it, who looks upon it in that light.” 


Tux point, then, which I am now to conſider, 
and which ſome ſtrenuouſly inſiſt on, (eſpecially 
Mr, Booth, in his apology for the Baptiſts) is this, 
whether baptiſm, though not neceſſary. to ſalvation, 
be not abſolutely neceſſary to chriſtian communion at the 
Lord's table. Mr. Booth ſays it is; we ſay, and 
believe that it is not, Let the oractes of truth, 
and fair reaſoning out of the ſcriptures, judge, 
and gecide, in this caſe, berwixt u us. 
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Now the things which are chiefly ſignified, by 
a perſons being baptized with water into the 
name of Chriſt, are, 1 conceive, theſe zwo : 


FSH: That thereby the baptized perſon makes 
an open or public profeſſion of faith in Chrilt, as tbe 
Son of Gov, and as his Lord and Saviour; whom 
thereby he engages 10 follow and obey in all things, 
as his Leader and Commander, through life. 


SeconDLY : Tnar his being outwardly waſhed 
with water in the name of the Lord Jeſus; does, as 
an emblem, repreſent the waſhing away of bis ſins 
by the blood of Chriſt, through the ſanctifying 
influences of the Holy Spirit ; theſe two par- 
ticulars, do, I think, comprehend all that is 
imported and meant by a perſon's being bap- 


tized into the name and death of Chriſt, according 
to the ſcriptures, 


Bur as many godly perſons are divided in 
their opinions concerning the mode of baptiſm ; 
ſo likewiſe ſome of the advocates for immerſion, 
do, in my opinion, lay an unwarrantable ſtreſs 
on it : I purpoſe therefore to examine their reaſons 
for excluding other belieyers in Chriſt, from their 


churches, merely on the ground of their not 
having been immerſed, as they have been, 


Now they who make baptiſm a term of commu- 
N as previouſly neceſſary to their being re- 


- ceived 
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ceived among them, attempt, if I miſtake not, 
to juſtify their conduct, from this Angle propoſi- 
tion, viz, that the apoſiles received none, as they 
ſuppoſe, into their communion, but ſuch as had 
been previouſly baptized ; but thoſe are not bap- 
tized, in their judgment, who have not been 
immerſed, or dipped under water; therefore 
they cannot admit them to the Lord's table, without 
breaking the order of the geſbel; this, I think, con- 
tains the ſubſtance of what is vrged by them in 
defence of their cad 0 this I an- 
ſwer: | 


1. Tur apoſtles have not declared his to 
be imported in the ordinance of baptiſm ; for 
they no-where tell us that thoſe, and thoſe only, 
have a right to communion at the Lord's table, 
who have been externally. baptized with water: 
— therefore there needs ſome ſtronger evidence 
than barely the practice of the apoſtles in this 
caſe, ſuppoſing it to have been as our oppo- 
nents ſay, in order to prove that this warrants 
them to exclude believers from the Lord's 
table; we are to follow the apoſtles only ſo far 
as they followed Chriſt, but Chriſt hath given no 
command for excluding believers from his table, 

on any pretence whatever,—Nor can that be any 

branch of chriſtian duty which Gop hath not 

commanded ; as, on the other hand, to do that 

which Gop hath not forbidden, is no ſin in him 
that doth it; but Gop hath no- where ' forbid 
any of his churches to receive believers on Chriſt, 
N 2 | into 
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into their communion for want of water- baptiſm, 
therefore it is no ſin in thoſe that receive them; 
but Gop hath: expreſsly commanded the ſaints to 
receive all that believe in his Son Jeſus Chriſt: — 


therefore it is ſin in them, that refuſe to do it 
they then who reject any profeſſing chriſtian, 
whoſe walk and converſation is becoming the 
goſpel, do it without having any command from 
God for it, or example of it; for we no-where 
find: that. the apoſtles rejected any ſuch, or 
commanded. others ſo to do Il read of none 
that are ſaid to be excluded, or caſt out of the 
ehriſtian church, in the apoſtolic writings; but 
on account of infidelity, hereſy, or groſs immoralily; 
therefore not for any difference about baptiſm, 
or any carnal rite whatever. | 


IT will perhaps be ſaid, chriſtians. then were 
all of one mind in this point, and had no dic 
pute about baptiſm in the apoſtolic age: This 
remains to be proved, for the ſcripture no-where 
declares that it was ſo; we know they had dif- 
ferences and diſputes about many points, and 
for ought we know to the contrary, about this 
alſo :=we are aſſured, in the church of Corinth, 
there were ſtrifes and contentions concerning the 
perſons who had baptized them, inſomuch that 
they ſeem to have been divided into ſeveral 
parties or factions; which made the apoſtle Paul 
fay, [thank Gop that I baptized none of you, except 
a very few, whom he there mentions :—and he fur- 
| ther adds, for Chriſt ſent me not to baptize, but to 

3 proach 


1 


preach the goſpel, But every one of thoſe who 
ſaid, I am of Cbriſt, were perhaps not baptized 
at all; and this ſeems to have been the caſe with 
ſome of the church of Chriſt, at Rome; the 
apoſtle's words do, I think, plainly imply =. 
when he ſays, © Know ye not that so Many or 
us as were baptized into Chriſt, were baptized 
into his death,” which phraſe will be more fully 
conſidered in its proper place.—Alſo Acts xi. 
19—24. we read of many preaching the goſpel - 
in divers places, and though it is ſaid the hand 
of the Lord was with them, and that many be- 
lieved and turned to the Lord, &c. yet we read 
not a word of their being baptized. | 
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Tux apoſtle alſo has, I think, plainly pointed 
out to us all that is neceſſary for the chriſtian 
to follow after, in order to his real edification 
and ſalvation; when he ſays, © in Chriſt Feſus 
neither. circumciſion availeth any thing, nor 
uncircumcifion ; but faith, which worketh by 4 
love? and again, © but a new creature: and F 
again he ſays, © but keeping the commandments of 4 
Gow,” fee Gal. v. 6.—vi. 13.—1 Cor. vii. 19, j 
But ſome: may ſay, what are thoſe command- 
ments? is not baptiſm one of them? the apoſtle 
Jolm ſhall anſwer, This is his (the Father's) com- 
mandment that we believe on the name of his Son 
Jeſus Cbriſt; and love one another, as he (Chriſt) 
gave us commandment ; for this, ſaith Chriſt, is 
my: commandment, that ye love one another. 

And to this ** the „ have had 


reſpect, 


\ 


4 
1 
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reſpec, in his epiſtles to the churches of Chriſt, 
both at Epheſus and at Colloſe; as that which 


determined him to regard, and pray, and give 
thanks for them, as his fellow-ſaints, and faithful 


| brethren in Chriſt; without taking the leaſt 


notice of their having been baptized ; ſee Eph. 
. 13. 11 


I is obſervable alſo, that in his epiſtles to 
Timothy, though he gives that evangeli many 


directions and ſolemn charges, how to behave him- 


ſelf in the church of Gop ; he does not ſay a 
ſingle word to him about bapriſm ; the ſame may 
be obſerved likewiſe in his epiſtle to Titus. Is 
it not then reaſonable to ſuppoſe that our apoſtle 
did not think ſo highly of water-baptiſm, nor 
urge it on believers, as ſome do in our day? 
and his chief reaſon for it, ſeems to have been 
this, that when Chriſt called, and ſent him to 
preach his goſpel unto the Gentiles, he gave him 
no command for it.— Why then, ſome may ſay, 
did he baptize at all? Probably for the ſame 
reaſon that he circumciſed Timothy, though it 
is certain he had no commandment for it :— 
but he did it in condeſcenſion to the prejudices 
of certain Jews, who as yet could not be prevailed 
on to hear Chriſt preached to them by an un- 
circumciſed Gentile :—but when Paul obſerved 
what a ſtreſs ſome ſeemed to lay on it, and fell into 

carnal diſputes and contentions about it; he thanked 

Gop he had baptized but few of them, leaſt any 
of them ſhould ſay he had baptized in his own | 

| name, 
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name; and then he told them plainly that Chriſt 
did not ſend him to baptize, bur to preach the 
goſpel; — and for a ſimilar reaſon he would not 
permit Titus to be circumciſed, though it ſeems 
to have been recommended to him, and ſtrongly 


urged by ſome of the other apoſtles, whom he 
ſtiles pillars among them. 


Bur though it be admitted they all were of one 
mind about baptiſm in the apoſtles days; yet 
the Lord foreſaw what differences and diſputes 
would ariſe among his people on this point, in after 


ages; and had it been his mind that any one 


ſhould be excluded from his table on that ac- 
count, he would undoubtedly have commanded 
that no Pedo-Baptiſt, or unbaptized perſon, 
fhould be permitted to eat bread at his table; 
even as Gop had expreſsly commanded, under the 
law, that no uncircumciſed perſon ſhould eat of 
the paſſover :—for ſurely our rule of duty under 
the goſpel, is as full and explicit as that given 
to the Jews under the law, —Is it credible that 


every branch of duty neceſſary for the accepta- 


ble worſhip of Gow, ſhould be delivered in the 
molt clear, guarded, and perfect manner, under the 
law, which was a dark diſpenſation of types and 
ſhadows, andthatany part of chriſtianduty ſhould 


be left in a ſtate of darkneſs and uncertainty, - 
under the goſpel, where the true light now. 


ſhineth :—every thing, in my humble opinion, 


which is neceſſary to our ſalvation, and the com- 


munion of ſaints for their edification and eſta- 
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bliſhment in the faith; is, in the New Teſtament 
revealed and commanded us with all plainneſs, 
and eaſy to be underſtood by every upright, and 
bumble enquirer after truth; by hearing and reading 
the holy ſcriptures, with meditation and prayer; 
for if any one, ſaith Chriſt, will do his (the 
Father's) will, he ſhall know of the doctrine whether 
it be of Gop, or whether I ſpeak of myſelf :—and 
again he ſaith, this is the condemnation that light is 
come into the world, and men loved darkneſs ratber 
than light, becauſe their deeds were evil; for every 
one that doeth evil bateth the light, neither cometh 
to the light, leaſt his deeds ſhould be reproved; but be 
that doeth truth comcath to the light, c. for it is 
written in the prophets, they ſhall be all taught of 
Gop ; every one therefore, ſaith Chriſt, that bath 
heard and learned of the Father, cometh unto me. 


Acam,; Whatſoever or whoſoever, by the 
commandment and authority of the Lord Jeſus, 
excludes a perſon from communion with his 
people in the church militant ; doth, in my opi- 
nion, exclude him alſo from communion with 
his ſaints, in the church triumphant; and this 
ſeems to me the meaning of our Lord's words, 
when he ſaith, ¶balſoeuer ye ſhall bind on earth 
hail be bound in beaven—and whoſoever fins ye 
retain they are retained; — for nothing, I think, 
can be more plain than this, that he who hath 
a a right to communion with Chriſt, hath a right 
to e with the whole body of Chriſt, 
1 the ce whereof he is the common 

1 | head | 
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head of ſpiritual life, and influence to every 
member of it: — nothing therefore is neceſſary, 
in my judgment, to church-communion here, 
but what is neceſſary to ſalvation hereafter; for 
whatever gives the believer in Chriſt, a right to 
the bleſſings of life and glory through him ; muſt 
ſurely give him a right to all chriſtian privileges 
in the church on earth.—Can it be ſuppoſed 
that Gop would grant to his faithful people the 
Holy Spirit, as an earneſt of the heavenly inheritance ;' 
and at the ſame time with-hold from them the 


proviſions of his houſe on earth, for their ſupport 
and comfort in the way to it? | 


IT is, I think, a maxim in civil law, and a 
very reaſonable one too, that he who hath a 
right to an earthly manſion or inheritance, has 
a legal right to all the ways, paths, and avenues 
that lead to it; for his right to the latter depends 
intirely on his having a right to the former: 
and thus every one who has a ſcriptural right 
to Chriſt, has an undoubted right to every go/pe/ 
ordinance or appointment which leads to Chriſt, 
—And as this is highly reaſonable in itſelf, and 
perfectly agreeable to the plain tenor of ſcrip- 
ture, no one, I think, ought to diſbelieve it; 
unleſs GoD bad ſomewhere in his word, expreſsly de- 
clared the contrary ; but I find no ſuch thing in 
all the New Teſtament: therefore for any 
chriſtian church to exclude from their commu- 
nion at the Lord's table, thoſe that are 
true believers in Chriſt Jeſus, and evidence 

O them- 
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themſelves ſo to be, is, in my opinion, (whatever 
may be their pretence for it) that which the 
ſcripture calls, and rightly calls, ſchiſm; for 
it evidently cauſes a divifon, and breaks the peace, 
and harmony of the church of Chriſt ;— is build- 
ing up a partition-wall, and canfi ing a ſeparation 
between the members of Chriſt, in the church 
militant, as if Chriſt were indeed divided —T hat 
* dividing wall which once ſubſiſted between Jew 
and Gentile, Chriſt, as the apoſtle tells us, has 
broken down; having aboliſhed in his fleſh the 
enmity, even the law of commandments contained 
in ordinances; for to make in himſelf of twain, one 
new man, ſo making peace :—and thus believers 
in him, are all one in Chriſt Jeſus; and I no- 
where find it appointed, or commanded in the 
goſpel, that thoſe who believe in God, and hold 
the Head Chriſt, and walk in love; ſhould be 
divided or ſeparated into different parties, or fac- 
tions on any account whatever. 


I READ but of « one in the New Teftament Who 
refuſed to receive real believers into his church 
or communion, (for ſo I think it muſt be un- 
derſtood) but though an apoſtle wrote to him, 
and exhorted him to receive thoſe brethren, yet un- 
awed, and unmoved by all the apoſtle could ſay, 
he obſtinately pecſiſted in rejecting them; and 
| when thoſe of his own communien, who, it 
ſcems, diſapproved of bis conduct, and reaſoned 
the caſe with him, would have received the 

| Lt 
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brethren whom the apoſtle had recommended: 
this hayghty prelate went fo far as to caſt them 
out of the church alſo. But the character which 
John gives of this Diotrephes, is ſuch; as I am 
perſuaded no chriſtian will admire, or wiſh to 


be found an imitator of. —— I do not inean to 


apply this to any Baptiſt church, or teacher; 
though it appears to me the conduct of thoſe 
who reject real believers from their communion 
(merely on account of a difference between them 
on the mode, or ſubject of baptiſm) does, in that 
particular, too much reſemble His. 


Now, as Mr. Booth in his apology for the Bap- 
tiſts, has ſaid a great deal to juſtify the practice 
of thoſe Baptiſt churches, who refuſe to admit 
ſuch perſons whom they count unbaptized be- 
lievers, to ſit down with them at the Lord's 
table, I ſhall make ſome remarks on that per- 
formance, and endeavour to ſhew that thoſe who 
admit all believers, as ſuch, though they have 
not been baptized by immerſion, are ſufficiently 
warranted from the ſcriptures ſo to do. 5 


As to the ſuppoſed tendency of ſuch a prac- 
tice, and the ſtrange caſes which Mr. Booth 


imagines might happen from it, I ſhall take no 


notice of them; it will be time enough to con- 


ſider them when they are verified by real facts, 


if ſuch ſuppoſed cafes ſhould ever come before 


them ;—nor ſhall I pay the leaſt attention to 


what he urges from the practice of any church 


O 2 ſince 


| 
1 
'L 
| 

| 


82 — 


* " 
—— f ere D—2DD2V— ——ͤ— 


L 108 J 


fince the apoſtles days, for whatever may not be 
-proved from their writings, 1s not to be received 
by any chriſtian church whatever, as containing 
the certain doctrine of divine truth according 
to the ſcriptures; and this Mr. Booth himſelf 
ſeems to allow, for he ſays, The Bible is the 
rule of our faith, and practice in things pertain- 
ing to religion ;—our complete and ox L rule in all 


things relating to the inſtituted worſhip of Gop 
and the order of his houſe.” Page 20. 


In this point, I entirely concur with Mr. Booth, 
that the ſcriptures contain a clear, and complete 
revelation of the divine mind and will, in all things 
that reſpect the true and acceptable worſhip of Gop, 
in his church; both with regard to faith and 
practice; order and diſcipline. I hus we agree to 
refer the matter in diſpute between us, to the 
judgment and deci/ion of the ſacred writings; and 
therefore I ſhall pay little or no regard to the 
numerous authors which Mr. Booth has cited on the 
occaſion, with a view to ſtrengthen and eſtabliſh 
the opinion he ſo zealouſly contends for: — for 
if the ſcriptures be plain and full to the point 
in queſtion, there is no occaſion for them; and 
if the apoſtles dofirine and teſtimony be not clear, 
and deciſive; it is impoſſible for the moſt learned 
and pious men upon earth to ſettle it, or 
to ſatisfy our minds concerning it :—all they 
can do for us, is only to open, apply, and ſet 
betore us, that which Gop hath already revealed, 
commanded, 
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commanded, and zeftified in the inſpired writings of 
the Old and New Teſtament, —To the law and 
o the teſtimony : If they ſpeak not according to this 


word, there is no true light in them. Add thou 
not unto his words, leſt he reprove thee and thou be 
found a liar.— All ſcripture. is given by inſpiration 
of Gob, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, 
for correction, for inſtruction in righteouſneſs ; that the 
man of Gop may be perfect, thoroughly furniſhed unto 
all good works; and thus, as Chriſt had promiſed 
his diſciples; he poured upon them the Holy Spirit, 


that thereby they might be led and guided into all 
trutb. 


Obection. « Taz ſentiment (viz. that of admit- 
ting ail believers to the Lord's table) which our 


brethren adopt, if ſuffered to operate in its full“ 


extent, would exclude both baptiſm and the 
Lord's ſupper from the worſhip of Gop—tor, 
according, to them, the grand, the ny query, 
that is really neceſſary, relating to a candidate 
for communion, is, has Gop received him ?—is 
he a believer in Jeſus Chriſt ?? p. 40. | 


: Anſwer. Tur conſequences which Mr. Booth 
ſuppoſes might, or would probably follow, from 


the free admiſſion of believers, as ſuch, to the Lord's 
table; as if it opened a door to errors, &c. are, 


Jam perſuaded, all imaginary, and groundlels ; 
for Chriſt the Head of the church knows how 
to ſecure his own honor, and maintain in his 


church, by the grace and power of the Holy 


Spirit, 


T7 


; 
: 
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Spirit, a due reſpect to all his ordinances, with- 


out the uncommanded aid, and officious zeal of any 
of his miniſters :—nor is it reaſonable to ſuppoſe 
that they who are received of him, as his be- 
Heving people, and walk uprightly before him; 
will of themſelves be inclined to deſpiſe, or 
trample upon any of his ordinances, which he 
has deſigned and appointed for their own ediſica- 
tion, and comfort; nor will their gracious and 
faithful Lord and Saviour ſuffer them ſo to do, 
in any conſiderable degree, much leſs forever; for 
the meek will be guide in judgment, and the meek will 
he teach his way. Pſalm 25. | 


. AnD ought not this (* Is he received of 
Gop t Is he a behever in Jeſus Chriſt ?) to be 
the only query? - Where doth the ſcripture 


require any thing more ?—for if the candidate 


be received of Gop, a believer in Chriſt, and 
give ſufficient evidence that he is ſo, doth not 
ſuch a one put on the Lord Jeſus Chriſt both by 
profeſſion, and by a holy imitation of him ? and doth 
not this include all that is meant by baptiſm ? for, 
as we obſerved before, in Chriſt Jeſus neither 
circumciſion availeth any thing, nor uncircum- 
ciſion;ꝰ and that the ſame may be ſaid of baptiſm 
alſo, is, I think, evident fromthe following words, 


„ but a NEW CREATURE; and as many as walk 


according to this rule, peace be on them, and mercy 
who then can reje& ſuch from the Lord's table, 
without rejecting Chriſt alſo? for my part I 
dared not do it, unleſs I had an expreſs command 

from. 
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from Gop for it; but I no- where find ſuch a 
command given to the church of Chriſt, in all 
the Bible. | 


Obj. 2. Ir has been, ſays Mr. Booth, the 
ſentiment and conduct of the chriſtian church 
in every age, to receive none but baptized. per- 
ſons to communion at the Lord's table.” p. 8. 
The ingenious author of the Pilgrim's pro- 
greſs was one of the firſt in this kingdom who 
dared to aſſert that the want of baptiſm is no 
bar to communion.” p. 27. 


Anſ. We appeal to the Bible: — The real 
ſentiments and conduct of the true church of 
Chriſt, and of every ſincere chriſtian likewiſe, 
are plainly revealed, and faithfully recorded in 
the holy ſcriptures ; which Mr. Booth himſelf 
acknowledges to be the only rule both of faith 
and practice, to all chriſtians : why then doth he 
here refer us to the opinions of men in the ſeveral - 
ages of the profeſſing chriſtian church, for the 

truth of his ſentiment and practice, but for this 
reaſon only; becauſe he could not produce any 
plain ſcripture- evidence in ſupport of it? But 
whence did thoſe profeſſing churches feceive 
their ſentiments on this point? Not from any 
expreſs warrant or command given them in the 
holy ſcriptures : for the ſcripture hath no-where 
ſaid, “receive none but baptized perſons to the 
Lord's table,” &c. neither can Mr. Booth pro- 
duce: a angle text where it is expreſsly com- 
| manded, 


— 


1 


manded that no unbaptized perſon, though a 
believer in Chriſt, ſhall be admitted to the holy 
table. May we not then juſtly apply to himſelf 
what he ſays of thoſe that receive ſuch believers 
among them? ** Do they argue in defence of 
their practice, or endeavour to prove their 
point, not by expreſs commands, or plain facts 
recorded in the New Teſtament, but by inferences, 
&c?” ſo doth Mr. Boo;b, he alſo argues from 
inferences, and not from expreſs commands or plain 


fatts recorded in the New Teſtament ; for where 


doth he find any expreſs command to reject be- | 
lievers from the Lord's table? Mx. Bunyan, he 
ſays, dared, &c. I cannot ſee any thing like 


daring, or. preſumption in Mr. Bunyan's conduct on 


the occaſion; for that which he did was not for- 


' bidden of God in his word; but rather, in my 


opinion, he had a plain command for it. Nor 
do I think Mr. Booth has properly anſwered, or 


refuted Mr. Bunyan's reaſons for it, and argu- 


ments in defence of it. Hegeliab is not blamed, 
for admitting thoſe 7ews to the paſſober, though 
not Purijied according to the law,—-Nor Moſes for 
not requiring the Fews to circumciſe their chil- 
dren in the wilderneſs, and yet allowing them to. 
partake with him in the ordinances: of the ſanc- 


tuary, though their uncircumciſion was counted f 


a reproach to them.—“ Son will have ne and 
not Jacrifice. 2 


"0. _ „ Tuar he is baptiſm which Chriſt | 
has appointed as that therefore which 


eſentially 


oh 
* 


| r | 
eſſentially differs from what he appointed, can- 
not be baptiſm,” p. 28. e Either Chrift 
has informed us in the New Teſtament what 
baptiſm is, and what is requiſite to com- 
munion at his table, or he has not: If 
the former, we cannot admit any thing as 
baptiſm which we believe is not ſo; nor receive 
any to communion but thoſe whom we conſider | 
as qualified according ' to his direction,“ &c. 


p. 70. 


Anſ. I cannot find that Chriſt ever ie 4 
ſingle word to his apoſtles about the mode of 


water · baptiſm: — And that John's baptiſm en- 
tially differed from that of the apoſtles (after the 
reſurrection of Jeſus) is, I think, evident, both 
as to the obecs, and the ſubjefts of it. —Fobn bap- 
tized his diſciples Before they believed in Jeſus, the 
apoſtles none but believers in Chriſt, and after 
they had made a profeſſion of faith in him; Jobn is 
not ſaid to baptize in the name of Chriſt, but the 
apoſtles always baptized into the name of the 
Lord Jeſus; thus their manner of baptizing 
eſſentially differed. We reaſonably ſuppole alſo 
that John baptized none but Jews only, the apoſ- 
tles baptized both Jews and Gentiles that believed 
in Jeſus. —Fobn's baptiſm and miniſtry obtained its 
end, andconſequently ceaſed when Chriſt was made 
manifeſt to Iſrael; for Joby himſelf declares, 
for this end, viz. that Chriſt might be made - 
manifeſt to Iſrael, therefore, ſaith he, am 
I come baptizing with water; and this, I think, 
P ; he - 
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he plainly ſignified alſo, when he further ſaid, 
be (Chriſt) muſt increaſe, but I muſt decrea ſe.— And 
this John evidentiy ſpoke with reference to bap- 
tiſm, ſee John iii. therefore no believer in Jeſus 
can, in my opinion, be baptized with the bap- 
tiſm of Jobn, ſince that glorious and ever memo- 
rable day of Pentecoſt, when Chriſt baptized 
his diſciples with the Holy Spirit: —hence, I 
think, it appears what was ſaid of the Phariſees, 

that they rejected the counſel of Gop againſt 
themſelves, in not being baptized by John; can- 
not, with truth or propriety, be applied to any 
true believer in Chriſt, as the Son of Gop and 
Saviour of the world,»-Moreover when Chriſt 
ſaid to Fohn, with reſpe& to his own per/onal 
baptiſm, ** Thus it becometh us 10 fulfil all righte- 
ouſneſs,” the uc, in that paſſage reſpected, I con- 
ceive, none but Jobn and himſelf, or rather 
Chriſt only: for who but Chriſt alone ever ful- 
filled all righteouſneſs ? 


2. Non did Chriſt ſay a word to his apoſtles, 
that I can find, about any gualifications for the 
admiſſion of believers to his table; their hearts 
were purified, and conſequently prepared for it, 
by faith, and that before they were baptized.— 
They therefore who reject believers from the 
Lord's table, do it, in my opinion, without any 
warrant from him for it. 


09. 4. * Trar baptiſm was an ordinance 
of Gop—that it was adminiſtered to multitudes, 
before 


E 


| before the ſacred ſupper was heard of, or had 
an exiſtence, are undeniable facts.” p. 31. 


Anſ. Thar Jobn's baptiſm was adminiſtered 
to multitudes prior to the inſtitution of the 
ſacred ſupper, is not denied, But can Mr. 

Booth produce a ſingle inſtance of any one 
being baptized into the name of Chriſt, before its 
inſtitution? on the contrary, it is evident from 
{cripture that the Lord's- ſupper was inſtituted, 
and a command given by him to his diſciples, to 
obſerve it in remembrance of him, before Chriſt 
had actually ſuffered, or given any direction, or 
ſaid a word to his apoſtles about bap/izing believers 
in his name; nor did he at that time, or after- 
wards caution or warn them, not to admit any 
one to the ſacred ſupper before they had been 
baptized ; even the apoſtles themſelves were, 
J conceive, partakers of it, before they had 
been baptized into his name or death ;—but 
when the paſſover was inſtituted, there was an 
expreſs command given to the Jews, that no 
_ uncircumciſed perſon ſhould eat of it; but 
there is no ſuch charge, or command given, in the 
New Teſtament, againſt the admiſſion of believers 
to the Lord's-ſupper, for want of baptiſm; con- 
| ſequently no chriſtian church has a divine war- 
rant for it, nor can they, in my opinion, be 
juſtified in the practice of it.—I conceive alſo 
that thoſe twelve diſciples mentioned Acts xix. 
uſually aſſembled and brake bread with. the 


reſt oF their believing brethren, before they had 
P 2 been 


[ 116 Y 


deen baptized into the name of the Lord Jeſus; 
and ſuch a diſciple Apollos ſeems to have been, 


who taught diligently the things of the Lord, 


though he knew only the baptiſm of Joby, until 


Aquilla and Priſcilla had inſtructed him in the 
way of the Lord more perfectly. I there- 
fore ſuppoſe there were diſciples in the chriſ- 


tian church, that believed in Jeſus, who were 
not baptized in the name of Chriſt as others 


had been; and yet had communion with them 
in breaking of bread, which accounts for the 


| apoſtle's expreſſing himſelf after this manner, 


« 25 many of you as have been baptized into 


| Chriſt,” Gab. iii, and /o many of us as have been 
baptized into Chriſt, &c. Rom. vi. 


Obi. 5. © Know ye not that ſo many of us 


as were baptized ?” that is, that whoever of us 
that profeſs baptiſm into Chriſt, profeſs baptiſm 


into his death, as the thing intended by it. The 
vs there, is the generality of chriſtians, diſtin- 
guiſhed uſually 'by that word from heathens; 
as Rom. xiv. 7. 1 Cor. viii. 6. to us there is 
but one Gov, &c. that is, we chriſtians profeſs 
all and generally ſo; and his ſcope being to 
ſhew how ſanctification flows from being in 


Chriſt ; his argument is drawn from a general 


of the us of chriſtians—ſo that this expreſſion 


as many of us, imports not, as if ſome were, and 


ſome not, baptized ; for then his argument of 

ſanctification had not been binding to the Rene: 

rality of N p · 8 79. * 
tf 
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—— 


Auf A5 not all that crotch faith in Chriſt, 
obliged by that profeſſion to holineſs of liſe, 
though they be not baptized ? and do not many 
Pedo-baptiſts evidence their being in Chriſt, and 
dead to ſin, by the faith of Chriſt; and mani- 
feſt their obedience to him in a way of righ- 
teouſneſs unto holineſs, as much as thoſe that 
have been baptized by immerſion ? or will Mr. 
Booth take upon him to ſay, we, the Baptiſts 
are better chriſtians, and holier than they ?—if 
not; then Pedo-bapriſt believers, though they 
may not be able to boaſt of having the /gn and 
ſhadow of ſanctification in the outward form of 
water-baptiſm, yet. it is evident they have the 
reality and ſubſtance of it. The general promiſe 
alſo given to believers, ver. 14. viz. Sin ſhall 
not have dominion over you; is not becauſe they 


have been baptized, but becauſe they are under 
grace, 


THz moſt therefore that the Baptiſts can make | 
of the apoſtle's argument for ſanctification, from 
their having been baptized by immerſion (ſup- 
poſing them to be in the right, though I think 
they are not) amounts, I conceive, to no more 
than this, that the Baptiſts have one argument 
for holineſs more than their Pedo-baptiſt bre- 
thren, and are therefore under an additional 
obligation to a practical conformity to Chriſt, 
and are bound to excel them in true holineſs 
both of heart and life; for 10 whom much is given, 
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of the ſame ſhall much be required. But will Mr. 
Booth deny that the fruits of real holineſs are 
as abundantly brought forth by ſome whom he 
counts unbaptized, as by any of his Baptiſt bre- 
thren? and ſhall not then their want of baptiſm 


be counted for baptiſm ? and may we not apply, 
on this occaſion, the words of the apoſtle, only 


changing the word circumciſion for baptiſm—He is 
not a chriſtian who is one outwardly, neither is that 


baptiſm which is outward in the fleſh, but be is a 
chriſtian who is one inwardly, and baptiſm is that 


of the heart inthe Spirit, and not in the letter, * 


praiſe is not of men but of Gon. 


2. Tux apoſtle's words in the texts cited from 
Rom. xiv. 7. and 1 Cor. viii, 6. are very dif- 


ferent from thoſe in Rom. vi. and therefore 


are not pertinent to the point in queſtion ; but 
we may beſt underſtand their meaning by refer- 
ring to ſeveral paſſages where the very ſame 
phraſe occurs, and in moſt, if not all of them, 
it evidently means a part only, and not the whole. 
— Mark vi. 36. As many as touched him were 
made whole.” — John i. 12. To as many as 
believed gave he power,” &c.— Acts ii. 39. 
« 45 many as the Lord our Gop ſhall call.“ 


Rom, viii. 14, © As many as are led by the Spi- 


rit,” &c., Gal. iii. 10. As many as are of the 


works of the law,” &c.— Acts xiii. 48. 4s 


many as were ordained to eternal life beliey 

&c.—Phil. iii. Let as many of us as be per- 

fe,” &c. Rev. ii. 24. As many as have not 
this 


( ng ] 
this doctrine,” 8&c. — Hence it is plain this 
phraſe is uſed in ſcripture as in common lan- 
guage, to denote, not the whole, but a part only. 


Obi. 6. © BayTI$M is not fundamental, is not 
eſfjential ;-—T rue, ſays Mr. Booth, if limited to 
the foregoing caſes (viz. to our juſtifying righ- 
teouſneſs, our acceptance with Gop, &c.) but 
are we hence to infer that it is not neceſſary on 
other accounts, and in LOT views f”' p. 90. 


Anf. Wrar thoſe other accounts and other 
views are, to which Mr. Booth here refers, he 
doth not tell us: that he counts baptiſm neceſ- 
ſary to communion with ſaints at the Lord's 
table, is evident from the whole deſign of his 
apology ; but hath Chriſt, or any of his apoſ- 
tles ſaid this? If not, and I no-where find that 
they have, how will Mr. Booth make it appear 
that it certainly is ſo? Can he point me to a 
text which plainly declares that bapziſm, or any 
thing elſe, is neceſſary to a believer's commu- 
nion with the church of Chriſt here, which is 
not alſo neceſlary to his ſalvation hereafter ? 
The ſcripture does no-where, in my opinion, 
repreſent any thing neceſſary to a believer's 
viſible communion with ſaints at the Lord's 
table, which is not abſolutely neceſſary to his 
ſalvation ;—and therefore I read of no repenting 
finner being ſeparated or excluded from the 
viſible church of Chriſt, for any error or groſs 


offence 
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offence but what, without repentance, would 
exclude him from the kingdom of Gop. 


PeTeR ſaid to his Jewiſh hearers at Jeruſa- 
lem, © Repent and be baptized in the name of 
Jeſus Chriſt, for the remiſſion of ſins, and ye 
ſhall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit, for the 
promiſe is to you,” &c. But will Mr. Booth 
infer from thence that water-baptiſm is neceſ- 
ſary for the remiſſion of ſins, and conſequently 
for juſtification alſo ? or that the ſins of a true 
believer in Chriſt are not remitted befere he is 
baptized ? or do believers receive the miracu- 
lous gifts of the Holy Spirit, as in the days 
of the apoſtles they uſually did, ſome before, 
and fome after baptiſm ? but if true believers 
now may, and do receive remiſſion of ſins, and 
the ſaving gifts of the Holy Spirit, both before, 
aud without water-baptiſm, which, I am: per- 
ſuaded, Mr. Booth himſelf will not deny, whence 
its neceſſity as to the outward form and letter 
of it; but only as it imports a vifible and out- 
ward conſeſſion of Chriſt before men? according 


to that 11 in Rom. x. 9. If thou ſhall e Se. 


Ma. M Lean, _ late publication we bave 
had occaſion to mention before; in page 130— 
132, ſays, © Baptiſm is intended to be a lign of 
regeneration, or that the perſon baptized is Born 
of the. Spirit, © Except a man be born of water 
and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the king- 
dom of Gon,” John iti, Mater here undoubt- 


edly 
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edly means the water of baptiſm, for it is diſtin- 
guiſhed from the Spirit; ſo that to be born of 
water is to be baptized, even as to be born of the ' 
Spirit is to be regenerated; and as the former 
is connected with the latter, and termed a birth 
with reference to it, it muſt be the viſible ſign 
or repreſentation of the ſpiritual birth ;—this is 
farther evident from Tit. iii. 5. Two things 
are here pointed at, One is baptiſm, called. the 
waſhing, or rather (Are laver of regeneration, 
becauſe it is. the ſign of regeneration, the other 
is regeneration itſelf, or the renewing of the 
Holy Spirit, which is the. thing ſignified in 
baptiſm, Our Lord makes this. ordinance 
neceſſary to our entering into the kingdom of 
Gop; which imports at leaſt, that as none can 
really enter that kingdom without being born of 
the Spirit; ſo none can vi/ibly enter it without 
being born of water, nor indeed have they ground 
to think that they ſhall enter it in any ſenſe, if 
they wilfully deſpiſe this ordinance, and throw 
contempt upon the authority of its Inſtitutor,” — 
In a note this writer further ſays, « As to the 
neceſſity of baptiſm to ſalyation, it is no ſtronger 
expreſſed in theſe paſſages than in ſome others, 
concerning which there 1s no diſpute ; ſuch as, 
« he that believeth and is baptized ſhall be 
ſaved,” Mark xvi. 16.—the like figure whereunto 
baptiſm doth alſo now ſave us,” 1 Pet. 11, 21. * Be 
baptized and waſh away thy ſins,” Acts xxii. 15. 
If it be ſaid that the chief ſtreſs is here to be 
laid uppen believing, and the thing /ignified in bap- 


Q tiſm, 
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tiſm, the ſame may be ſaid of the paſſages under 
conſideration, without excluding baptiſm itſelf, 
which is evidently intended in them. Baptiſen 
cannot be neceſſary to infants, for whom $ 
was never intended —Chriſt requires no impoſ- 
fibilities.—It is not the mere want, but wilful 
contempt or neglect of it Which condemns men z 
for it is the thing ſgnifed which ſaves, &c.” 


pf. Tunis ingenious author has, I think, 
miſtaken the ſenſe of the above cited texts, and 
lays alſo an unwarrantable ſtreſs on the ordinance 
of bapriſia, — The waſhing of regeneration. 
TAY yarering Tit. iti, does, not, in my opinion, 
fignify baptiſm this word LIN Fat elſe 
in the New Teſtament, but in Matt. xix. 28. 
Where, I think, it cannot be meant of water-bap- ; 
7 7 the word properly means horn. again, a new 
or ſecond birth, which baptiſm with water | is not; 
but baptiſm with the Spirit, is really ſo; as is 
evident from the intire change produced i in him 
„hg is the ſubject of it :—he is a new creature. 
Nor do 3 know of any parallel text where 


baptiſmal water 16 Heurativeh called the waſhing of 
regeneration. Both the expreſſions therefore in 


Tit. iti. are meant, 1 conceive, of the Holy Spi: 
rir, and denote a work. « of grace, begun and, 
carried on by the Spirib! in 1, and, upon the minds, 
and hearts of believers ; . for I. think 3 it is evident 
that the en had : a meaſ\ ure. of the Spirit of, 
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thereby, through faith in the word of Jeſus, 
which he had [| Böken to them, before they were bap- 
tized with that ſaitie Spirit on the day of Pentecoſt, 
when it was poured on them richly. Moreover, 
all God's ele& need, and receive abundance of 
rate,” in order to their complete ſalvation, 
according to Rom. v. 17.—The apoſtle per- 
haps might here alſo comprehend the miraculous 
gifts of the Holy Spirit, which in thoſe days were 
commonly given to believers ; whereby the teſtimony 
of Chriſt was confirmed in them. | 


2. Nerrars,/ in my opinion, do our Lord's 
words, John iii. 5. ſpeak at all of water- baptiſm, 
though our author ſeems pretty confident to the 
contrary ; much leſs do they declare its neceſſiy 
prior to a believer's admiſſion into the viſible 
church or kingdom of Gop, under the goſpel, 
ſee Calvin's opinion upon this text, as before cited 


in page 37. 


Bur let us briefly conſider the text as it ſtands 
in the evangeliſt.—Chriſt had ſaid, ver. 3, 
« Except a man be horn again he cannot ſee the 
kingdom of Gop :” Nicodemus ſuppoſing him to 
ſpeak of a natural or carnal birth ſays, ver. 4. 
Hoto can a man be born when he is old? &c. Chriſt 
anfwers, ver. g. Except a man be born of ' 
water and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the 
kingdom of God?” by which words he evidently 
meant the ſame thing as by being born again, | 
ver. 3 :—Then' ver; 6. he replies to Nicodemus's 

Q 2 carnal. 


| 
| 
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carnal notion of the new birth, and ſhews the 
weakneſs and folly of it; and, at the ſame time, 
declares more plainly what himſelf intended by 
it : for that, ſays he, which is born of the fleſh, 
could it be repeated, would be fleſh ſtill, with- 
out any change for the better; but that which 
is born of the Spirit is Spirit; the man that was 


before carnal, becomes ſpiritual ; but ſays nothing 


of water in his anſwer, nor does he mention 1t 
any more, but adds, ver. 7. Ze muſt be born again 
and then, ver. 8. he illuſtrates this new birth' by 
the wind, with regard to its efficacy; as with re- 
ſpect to its purity, he had before repreſented it by 
water; and then cloſes the ſubject withlſaying, *1o 
is every one that is born of the Spirit.” Upon 
the whole then it ſeems to me evident, Chriſt 
only mentions water and the wind as figurative 
repreſentations of the purity and energy of the 
Spirit in the work of regeneration : and thus 


| our Lord evidently reſolves the new birth which 


he firſt ſpake of, into a being vorn of the Spirit, 
and nothing elſe; of which in its purifying 
influences, water is the common emblem, both 
in the Old and New Teſtament, ſee John vii. 
38, 39. and in Iſa. xliv. 3. he faith, «© I will 


Pour water upon him that is thirſty, and floods 


upon the dry ground;” and then adds, 1 


will pour my Spirit upon thy ſeed,” &. The 


latter phraſe ſeems to me exegetical, or explana- 
tory of the former, that is, by pouring of water 
is meant the pouring of the Spirit, as that which 
was {igufied by it, and fo the phraſe, being born 


1 


11 


of water, according to this view of the text, 
only means a being born of the Spirit. 

Nor do I ſuppoſe that water-baptiſm gives 
any one a right to enter into the viſible church 
of Chriſt, as Mr. Me Lean ſeems to think, for 
unleſs he have true faith in Jeſus, he can be 
no member of Chriſt, and conſequently has no 
right to the communion of ſaints at the Lord's 
ſupper, but he that has true faith in Chriſt, we 
are aſſured, is born of Gop, John 1. 12, 13. 
and this Philip allo plainly declared to the 
eunuch, when he ſaid to him, F thou believeſt 
with all thine heart thou mayeſt, Acts viii, for with 
the heart man beheveth unto righteouſneſs, Rom, x. 
and whoever enters into the viſible church of 
Chriſt without this faith, is an intruder, and has 
no ſcripture warrant for it; and to ſuch it will 
be ſaid, when Chriſt, the King and Head of the 
church ſhall enter in to ſee the gueſts, Friend 
hw comeſt thou in hither, not having on a wedding 
garment z neither that of righteouſneſs imputed, nor 
that of holineſs imparted? His having been baptized 
with water will be no excuſe for him but 
every one who is regenerated or born of the 
Spirit has true faith in the Son of Gov, and 
therefore has a full ſcripture right to enter the 
viſible church of Gov, and of Chriſt, and to 
eat of that bread and to drink of that cup which 
is the communion of the body and blood of 
Chriſt, and, as I conceive, an emblem alſo 
of his future ſitting down with all ſaints, at 

the 
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the marriage: ſupper of the Lamb. Mr. M Lean 
ſpeaks of other texts about which he ſays there 


is no diſpute, but I think he is miſtaken. One 


of theſe is Mark xvi. 16. (that in Peter has 
been ſpoken to before) whatever be meant by 
baptiſm in this text, it ſeems neceſſary to ſalvation, 
for it is, I think, evidently underſtood in the 
laſt clauſe as if he had ſaid, he that believeth 
not, and is not alſo baptized, ſhall be damned, 


for elſe why is it joined with faith, as that which 


ſaves us, in the firſt part of the text? but to 
underſtand it of being outwardly baptized with 
water will by no means agree with the plain 
doctrine of the New Teſtament, which con- 
ſtantly aſcribes our ſalvation to faith in Chriſt, as 
working by love, and overcoming the world. Some 
therefore underſtand it of the baptiſm of the 


Spirit, which is properly that baptiſm wherewith 


Chriſt baptizes thoſe who believe on him, to 


which the evidences of faith, mentioned ver. 17. 


properly belong; but (not wholly excluding 
thoſe miraculous evidences, as commonly given 
to believers in the apoſtles days); I rather under- 
ſtand it of that which' baptiſm primarily and 
eminently imports, and is undoubtedly neceſſary 
to ſalvation, and that is a'vi/ble or public confe/- 
fon of Chriſt before men, as we have it, Rom. x. 


the word or doctrine of faith which we preach, 
faith Paul, is this, F thou ſhalt confeſs with thy 
. mouth the Lord Jeſus, and fhalt believe in thine 


heart that Gov bath raiſed bim from the dead, tbon 


Ei 1 


all be ſaved; for with the heart man believeth unto 
righteouſneſs, and with the mouth confeſſion is made 
unto ſalvation; which text, I think, rightly and 
properly anſwers to the words in Mark, He that 
believeth and is baptized ſball be ſaved. —T he Jewiſh 
rulers believed on Chriſt, but did not confeſs 
him, for they loved the praiſe of men more than the 
praiſe of Gop ; therefore their faith could not 
fave them. It is not then being immerſed or 
waſhed with water that faves believers, but their 
confeſſing Chriſt before men; and this Chriſt 
himſelf teſtifies, Matt. Xx. Whoſoever ſhall 
confeſs me before men, him will I allo confeſs 
before my Father who is in heaven.” And 
thus, Rev. xii. the ſaints are ſaid to overcome 
the wicked one and their cruel perſecutors, by. the 
blood of the Lamb, and by the word of their teſtimony 
which was their conteſſing of him, though they: 
loſt their lives for ſo doing: and he that thus 
confeſſes Chriſt is undoubtedly a believer in 
him, and is alſo baptized with the Holy Spirit, 
which Gop hath both promiſed and given to them 
that believe in, and obey him; but not to every 
one baptized with water. What Mr. M Lean 
obſerves of being born of water, as being diſtin- 
guiſbed from being born of the Spirit; the ſame 
may be ſaid of the promiſe of pouring water and 
of the Spirit, in Iſa. xliv. But if we thus under- 
ſtand the prophet's words as ſpoken of water, 
literally poured on Gop's believing people, in 
diſtinction from the pouring of the Spirit upon 
them; then, I think, the text evidently declares 
that 


— — 4 
TS . 


L 128 J 

that water was to be applied to believers under 
the goſpel, not by inmerſion, but by ſprinkling or 

pouring, Nor do I think that baptiſm with 

water ſpoken of in the New Teſtament was at 

any time performed by dipping a perſon under 

water, but by applying water to him, either 

by pouring or ſprinkling, as we have again and 

again obſerved already ; for, in my opinion, this 

mode, and this only, correſponds with the manner in 

which Gop promiſed to purify his people by 

water, under the goſpel, as the ſcriptures of the 

prophets plainly declare, and teſtify : and if 
ſo, how greatly miſtaken is Mr. A Lean, (as 

well as Mr. Bootb,) who will hardly admit any 
one to be a real ſubject of the kingdom of Gop 

and- of Chriſt, unleſs he has been baptized by 

dipping under water; for he ſeems to me to 
have ſcarce charity for any who neglect it, 

except infants, or perſons grofly ignorant; for where 

will he find thoſe perſons that really fear Gop, 
who wilfully deſpiſe any ordinance of Chriſt, which 
they believe he hath appointed, and that it is their 
duty to obſerve it, or that knowingly trample 
upon his authority, as he ſuggeſts ? 


. Obj. 7. Ir it be lawful to diſpenſe with an 
appointment of Gop out of regard to our weaker 
bretbren, we cannot reaſonably think it unlawful 
to practiſe the appointments of our national 

church out of regard to the ruling powers; ſubmiſ- 
fion to the latter being no leſs plainly required 
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in ſcripture than condeſcenfion to the former.” 


Page 51. 
Anſ. 1 vo not think it a parallel caſe, for the 


ſcripture doth no-where require the diſciples of 


Chriſt to practiſe rites and ceremonies of men's 


deviſing ; but it commands them to exerciſe con- 


deſcenſion aad forbearance towards each other 
in love, and to receive one another as Chriſt 


received them to the glory of Gop; therefore 


the caſe is not parallel. But ſubmiſſien to 
civil powers, in all things which Goo hath com- 
manded us in his word, is not only lawful but 


neceſſary ; and where is the chriſtian that doth it not? 


Now as this ſubmiſſion to civil rulers is 
required of the chriſtian for the honor of his 


religion, the peate of ſociety, and the good of 


his neighbour ; ſo forbearance and condeſcenſion 
to a chriſtian brother ſuppoſed to be miſtaken, or 
ea in the faith, is required of him, for the 
peace of the church, the edification of his 
fellow-ſaints'and brethren 1 in Chriſt, and for the 
glory of Gop. | 


2. In all divine appointments where the per- 
formance of one ordinance interferes with that 
of another, ſo that both cannot be performed at 
the ſame time, then the /e/s is always to give way 
to the greater; things ceremonial and carnal, to 
things moral and ſpiritual; and this, I think, is 


R the 
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the dotrine both of the Old Teſtament and of 


E 

the New. But the edification of the church and 
children of Gop is of much greater importance, 
and more for the glory of Gop than the. bare 
performance of any poſitive inſtitution whatever; 
for all ſucb ordinances are appointed of God for the 
\ uſe and benefit of the church (elſe they had 
never been inſtituted) and not the church for 
them: as our Lord ſaid in a ſimilar caſe; the 
ſabbath was made for man, and not man for the ſab- 
bath: therefore it is lawful to heal the ſick, and 
do good on the ſabbath- day; though in ſo doing, 
the ſabbath be literally tranſgreſſed by it. But 
if both theſe divine commands cannot be per- 
formed together, but one or other muſt be omit- 
ted or broken by it, then Gop is moſt glorified 
by our obſerving the former, in preference to the 
latter; and ſo, I conceive, he is more glorified 
by receiving a true believer to the Lord's table, 
than by rejeZing him, for want of n 


Oz. 8.“ To diſpenſe with the poſitive appoint- 
ments of Jeſus Chriſt, or to reverſe his order of 
their adminiſtration in condeſcenſion to weak 
| believers, and with a view to the glory of God, 
cannot be right, —Gop never gave power to 
any man to change his ordinances, or to diſpenſe 
with them :—Diſpenſe with a divine inſtitution 
for the edification of weak believers !—Invert 
the order of Gop's appointments, and break. his 
poſitive laws, with a view to his glory! 
gs! paradoxes theſe ! 5 p. 60, 61. 
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Au Tnuovon the preceding objection con- | 


rains, as I conceive, little more than mere decla- 
mation, and bare charges without proof; yet I 
would ſoberly aſk Mr, Booth, where he finds it 
ſaid in all the ſcripture, that thoſe who receive 
believers (though unbaptized) to the Lord's 
table, are guilty of breaking the pofitive laws of 


Chriſt? — It has been already obſerved that 
Chriſt himſelf inſtituted his holy ſupper, gave it 


to his believing diſciples, with a command to obſerve 
it in remembrance of him, BEFORE the inſtitution of 
chriſtian-baptiſm, or having ſaid a word to his 
apoſtles about it, How then can the advocates 
for free communion be chargeable with breaking 
His poſitive laws, or of inverting the order of 
Chriſt's appointments, merely for receiving believers 
as ſuch, to the Lord's table ? Do they not rather 
imitate their Lord and Maſter in ſo doing, and 
copy after his example?—(ſo likewiſe the Holy 
Spirit was firſt given to the believing Gentiles, not 
after baptiſm, but before it.)—Our Lordalſo might 
thereby intimate that the ordinance of breaking 
bread was to be the great and ſtanding ordinance of 
his church to the end of the world, and the 
other not ;— for it is obſervable when (after 
his reſurrection) he ſpake to his apoſtles concern- 
ing baptiſm, he did not deliver it to them by 


way of expreſs command, as he had done that of 


breaking bread, for with reſpe& to that he ſaid, 
Do this in remembrance of me :—but. as to baptiſm, 
he only gave them frudtions concerning the 


manner of baptizing z that is, he bid them to 
. n baptize 


I 7 

Baptize believers in him, not as Joby did his 
diſciples, but to baptize them in the name of the 
FaTHER, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit; and 
hence perhaps, in Chriſt's commiſſion to that cho- 
ſen veſſel Paul, (the great apoſtle of the Gentiles 
when he ſent him to preach the goſpel in all the 
world,) baptiſm was purpoſely omitted, for we 


do not find that he ſaid a word to him concern- 
ing it. 


IT may be further noticed: ME Paid 
plainly tells us Chriſt ſent him not to baptize, 
and, in my opinion, ſpeaks but lightly of it, 
(yet that apoſtle, I doubt nor, had more true 
zeal for the honor of Gon, and of his Chriſt 
than any miniſter now upon earth) ;,— bur 
when he ſpeaks of the ordinance of the Lord's 
; Supper, he does it in a very different and 
ſolemn manner; for he expreſly ſays, that he 
received it from the Lord Jeſus, and delivered 
it to the church at Corinth, and conſequently | 
to all churches, even as he had received it from 
Chriſt himſelf; and then takes occaſion to 
explain its nature and inportance, and warns 
them of being unworthy partafers, through the 
abuſe of it.—But he never ſpake after this 
manner, of baptiſm :—and here T obſerve that the 
people called Quakers do, in my opinion, err, and 
are very culpable in their total neglect of the 
"Lord's ſupper ;—for the expreſs command of 
Shri for the obſervante of it, and the apoſtle's 
| | "aſſuring, 


T1981) 
aſſuring us he delivered it to the (ſaints, as he 


received it from the Lord Jeſus, together with 
his directions and warnings concerning a due 
and profitable attendance on it, make it, I think, 
binding on all chriſtians to be found in the 
Practice of it. — Do this, ſaith Chriſt, in 
remembrance of me. I did it, ſaith Paul, and 
have taught other ſaints to do it likewiſe. 


2. Yer it ſeems to me highly reaſonable 
to ſuppoſe, that the wis Es T and BEST of BENOS 
"(who deſiretb mercy and not ſacriſice, and the know- 1 
edge of Gov more than burnt- offering) ſhould re- F 
quire his ſervants to pay a greater regard to 


things which are ſpiritual and eternal, than to I 
thoſe that are temporary and carnal.—But theologi- | 
cal paradoxes are perhaps to be met with among 4 
religious ſotieties in general ; for who eng | 
can ſay, Tam perfett i in knowledge ? 140 [ 


Mx. M Lean, who ſeems to be as zealous a 
"Baptiſt, and as ſenſible a writer as Mr. Booth, 
yet as to that precept of our Lord, concerning 

woaſbing one another*s feet, he doth, I ſuppoſe, 
g widely differ from him. Mr. M Lean expreſſes 4 
his aſtoniſhment that chriſtians in general ſhould 1 

_ "tive in the conſtant neglect of that command: | 
lt is, faith he, not more amazing than true, 
that the moſt of tlioſe who would be thought 
real chriſtians pay no regard to the example and 
authority of Chriſt in this particular. Dot 
Mr. Booth himſelf obey this precept n 3 

| 1 
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of it? if not, why doth he live in the neglect of | 


it? for I do not find that Chriſt hath any 
where ſo expreſy commanded and enforced the ordi- 


nance of baptiſin, as that of waſhing one another's 


feet: for he no-where ſays of baptiſm, I have 
given you an example, that ye ſhould be baptized as 
1 have been, and happy are ye if ye do it. —Mr 
M Lean ſeems to think it ſo neceſſary a part 
of chriſtian duty, as hardly to admit any, one 
to be a real chriſtian, who lives in the total 
neglect of it.—Thus we ſee great and good 


men have differed, and do differ, both in 


their opinion and practice concerning certain 


rites, &c. doth it not then behove us to follow 


after charity, forbearing one another in love? _ 


3. Nox do I ſuppoſe it poflible that Gop 


can be glorified in his church, as the Gop of 
our ſalvation, by Jeſus Chriſt, bur in the growth 
and edification of his people.—To ſet therefore 


the glory of God in oppoſition to the edificatim of 


behevers, ſeems to me a paradox indeed, and highly 
abſurd ; for how can Gop be glorified in the 
church, by a zeal for any of his poſitive ordinan- 


ces, when the church is not thereby edified? 
nor are his ordinances perverted, or unlawfully 


diſpenſed with, when they are made ſubſervient 
to his people's edification; but when they are ſo 
far urged, or inſiſted on, as to ſtumble, perplex, 
or hinder the edification of his people ; they are, 


I think, abuſed, and made utterly void, as to 


the great and ſpecial end for which Gop hath 
| 15 appointed 
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appointed them :—wherefore let us receive one 
another as Chriſt received us to the glory of 
Gop; and if it be to the edification of his people, 
it muſt, I think, of neceſſity be to the glory of 
Gov. ä 


Obj. 8. DrsonzDIENCE to a plain, poſitive, 
known command, is juſtly claſſed with idolatry 
and witchcraft.” p. 62. 


Anſ. Ir Mr. Booth applies this to baptiſm, 
as I think he does, he ſeems here to conſider all 
unbaptized perſons (and in his judgment all 
Pedo- Baptiſts are fo) as equally criminal with 
idolators, and thoſe who practice magic or witch- 
craft, conſequently they muſt have their portion 
with them hereafter ; eſpecially as they ſeem 
to be here repreſented, not as erring through 
infirmity, but as finning perverſly and wilfully, 
in the face of a plain, poſitive, known command; 
ſo that they cannot plead ignorance by way of 
excuſe ſor their error : but perhaps this was 


- haſtily written, and without due confideration 
for Mr. Booth elſewhere allows that this ordi- 
nance is not eſſential to ſalvation, and if ſo, a 


perſon who lives and dies. unbaptized may 
nevertheleſs be ſaved, but he that lives and dies 
an idolater cannot be ſaved, conſequently. be- 
lievers, though unbaprized, cannot bs Jah 
ales with ee Sc. | 
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HRE we may obſerve how an undue zeal for 
carnal ordinances is ſometimes productive of 
the moſt ſevere and uncbaritable cenſure of a be- 
lieving, brother. - Our Lord gave to his diſciples, 
as hath been already mentioned, a plain, known, 
and poſſitive command to waſh one another's feet. 


Here again I would aſk Mr. Booth, if he him- 
ſelf is obedient to this plain, known, and poſitive 
command? If otherwiſe, ought he not to take 
heed to his Spirit, leſt he incur the cenſure of 
that alarming text? Thou art inexcuſeable, O man, 
whoſoever thou art that judgeſt, for wherein thou 
judgeſt another thou condemneſt thyſelf, for thou that 


judgaſt doſt the ſame things. 


 Pzrnaps it 51 be ſaid, this command is not 
to be underſtood according to its literal, but 
moral ſignification; that is, to teach the diſci- 
_ ples of Jeſus humility, and a readineſs to con- 
defcend to the meaneſt ſervices, for the mutual 
help and relief of one another; and this, I doubt 
not, was one thing which our Lord intended by 
it. But Mr. M Lean thinks it binding on all 
chriſtians, and lays a conſiderable ſtreſs on the 
literal obſervance of it. And here I would ob- 
ſerve, that Mr. Sandeman, and thoſe that follow 
him in this particular, are, I think, evidently 
miſtaken, for this plain reaſon, and that the apoſ- 
tles have no-where taught, or given a command 
to the Fhurches of Chriſt to waſh one another's 

feet, 
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feet, as an ordinance of the Lord Jeſus; yet 
Chriſt had commanded them to teach thoſe who 
ſhould. believe on him, to obſerve all bings, what- 
ſoever he had ſaid unto them; but This of waſh- 
ing one. another's feet, is no-where found in any of 
their ſermons, or epiſtlec to the churches. Now as the 
apoſtles were undoubtedly faithful, as well as 
able miniſters of Chriſt; I think it neceſſarily fol- 
lows: that Chriſt did not,4xtend, nor did his 
apoſtles underſtand him to mean, that the waſhing 
of one another*s feet, was to be delivered to the 
ſaints as a command of Chriſt, or to be obſerved 
by them as an ordinance of the New Teſtament : 
— for elſe would not the apoſtles have done it 
themſelves, and taught others to do the lame? 


Ohj. 9. Tnovon I am far, ſays Mr, Booth, 
from thinking that baptiſm came in the place of 
circumciſion, as many of our Pedo- Baptiſt bre- 
thren ſuppoſe, yet that the former is equally 
neceſſary to communion at the Lord's table 
under the chriſtian economy, as the latter was to 
every male in order to partake of the Paſchal feaſt, 
and to unite in the tabernacle ſervice, I am fully 
perſuaded : nor is it my ſingular opinion; it 
has been the ſenſe of the church in every age.“ 
p. 64. 


Anſ. 1T will not follow becauſe no UNCIY CUM 
ciſed perſon was permitted to eat of the Paſſover, 
that no unbaptized perſon ſhould be permitted 
to partake of the Lord's ſupper, becauſe the 
unlawfulneſs of the latter cannot be proved by 
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any poſitive prohibition, as was that of the former. 
— The uncircumciſed perſon was expreſiy forbidden 
to eat of the Paſſover, but the unbaptized perſon 
is no- where expreſhy forbidden to eat of the Lord's 
ſupper. It was the probibition in the former caſe 
that made it unlawful ; and ſurely nothing in the 
latter can render it unlawful, but an expreſs divine 
prohibition likewiſe. The apoſtles have no-where 
forbidden it, or ſo much as hinted in any of their 
epiſtles ro the churches, that baptiſm was a bar 
to communion at the Lord's table; and as they 
undoubtedly taught by expreſs word and pre- 
cept, every thing neceſſary for the ſalvation of 
men; ſo likewiſe for the communion of ſaints: for 
it cannot be doubted but they taught them every 
thing that was reguiſite, and profitable for them to 
obferve and do, according to the will of Gop : 
— but they have no-where prohibited a true 
believer from coming to the Lord's table, on 
any account whatever: - and where there is na 
law, there is no tranſgreſſion. Now it is that, 
and that alone which is written in the ſcriptures 
of truth: and not the doFrines, traditions, or cuſ- 
toms of any particular church, or of profeſſing 
chriſtians at large, which is to be regarded by the 
followers of Chriſt, as that rule of our faith, and 


practice, which is appointed of Gon, and — 
to his ſaints. 


Fon rkxER; If it be unlawful for unbaptized 
e to come to the Lord's table, (and in 
Mr. Bootb's opinion all Pedo-Baptiſts are unbap- 
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tized) then they are all guilty of preſumption, 


or, at leaſt, err through ignorance, when they 
come to the Lord's table, and ſo are unworthy 


partakers of it,—And if baptiſm be of the ſame 


importance under the goſpel, and ſtands in the 


ſame relation to the Lord's ſupper, as circum- 
ciſion under the law, with regard to the eating 


of the Paſſover, it is highly probable that Gop ia 


his word would have plainly told us ſo; and not 
ſuffered his church, at leaſt a very conſiderable 
part of it, to have continued ignorant of this 
matter, and perſevered in a practice both diſ- 
honorable to Gop, and huriſul to his . 


Obj. 10. Though it be line ths the 
edification of chriſtians is of great importance, 
yet it muſt be allowed that the honor of our 


divine Sovereign is of infinitely greater importance. 


If we are obliged in ſome caſes to ſet aſide 


an ordinance of divine worſhip, and to break a 


poſitive command in order that certain individuals 
may perform another poſitive injunction—the 
laws of Chriſt are not half ſo ane as Paul's 
provenang 4 p. 92. 


Anſ. I do not think that they who receive 
unbaptized believers to the Lord's table, break 
any of the poſitive commands of Chriſt, nor has 
Mr. Booth, in my opinion, proved that they do 
ſo.— The edifying of the ſaints, or body of Chriſt, 


is declared to be the great end for which Chriſt 


appointed ordinances, and gave miniſters to his 
i church, 
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apoſtle's conduct to be inconſiſtent, even as 
Mr. Bootb ſeems to think the laws of Chriſt are; 
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church, and people, Eph. iv. and if bey are 
edified, Chriſt is honored, and God is thereby glo- 
rified, in him. Therefore his apoſtles, in condeſ- 
cenſion to the prejudices of their weak brethren 
among the Jewiſh believers, connived at their ob- 


ſerving circumciſion, and the carnal ordinances of 


their law, though they knew that believers in 
Chrift could be in nothing proficed by them, and 


that they had a tendency to deny the atonement of 


Chriſt, and ſubvert the grace of the goſpel: yea, 
even Paul himſelf circumciſed believing Timothy. 
Wherefore? was it becauſe he had a divine 
command for it? or that he ſuppoſed the ordi- 
nance was now pleaſing to Gop ? Certainly not, 
But he did it, as himſelf tells us, for the goſpel's 
fake, in condeſcenſion to the weakneſſes and pre- 
judlices of the Jews, if by any means he might 
fave ſome of them; wherefore it appears, that, 
for the good of our neighbour we may do thoſe 
things without a divine warrant, when Gop 
hath not expreſly forbidden it; yet this ſame 
apoſtle afterwards would not ſuffer Titus to be 
circumciſed. Hence ſome may fancy that great 


if Mr. Booth himſelf be not conſiſent and right in 


his opinion and ane doiſdom is hifi of 
ber children. 


| 0%. 1 11. We find indeed an inftance or 


two of poſitive and typical rites giving way to 


ue neceſſities and moral obligations, when 
the 
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the performance of both was impracticable, as 
when David ate of the ſhew-bread, without in- 
curring a divine cenſure, but we have no example 
of a poſitive ordinance” being ſet aſide in favor 


of any one's ignorance or prejudice againſt it. 


That maxim of our Lord's, „Iwill have mercy 


and not ſacrifice,” is therefore totally inapplica- 
ble in the "preneme caſe.” p. 9 3. 


Ayſ. Was it owing to ignorance Or Prejudice 


that the children of Ifrael, with Moſes at their 


head, neglected, or ſet afide circumciſion for the 
ſpace of forty years in the wilderneſs ? Cer- 


tainly not; for they did it knowingly, which 
rather aggravates their fault, if it was one. 


2. Oux Lord not only mentions the * 
of David to ſtop the mouths of cavilling Phari- 
ſees, but he tells us likewiſe that the pb in 
the temple prophaned the ſabbath, and are 
blameleſs; and this appears to have been an 


oruinary thing which attended their miniſtrations 


in the ſanctuary, every ſcventh day. 


3. Wnar natural or moral neceſſity can be more 


forcible to plead excuſe for breaking or laying 


aſide, for the preſent, a poſitive inſtitution, than 


that which regards the ſpiritual ſupport and 
ſalvation of Gop's people; —If thy brother be 
grieved with thy meat, then walkeſt thou not 
charitably ;—and ſhall thy weak brother periſh 
for whom Chriſt died ?—TI have known the 
grief of ſome of Gop's people, on their being 


refuſed 55 
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refuſed communion with their believing brethren, 
merely for want of immerſion, productive of 
ſimilar effects; therefore our Lord's words, 
above cited, are not, I conceive, totally inappli- 
cable in the preſent caſe :—beſides, to repreſent 
thoſe perſons who defire communion with the 
Baptiſt-churches, as being all ignorant or preju- 
diced, is, I conceive, not a juſt nor charitable 
repreſentation of them, | 


Oz. 12. Ir is freely allowed that a miſtake 
which relates merely to the made and ſubject 
of baptiſin, is comparatively ſmall, but till 
while I conſider the aſperſion of infants as a 
human invention in the ſolemn ſervice of God, 
I am bound to enter my protelt againſt. it.” 


r. 98. 


Anſ. As Mr. Booth himſelf f is not required 
to practice the aſperſion of infants; he may very 
conſiſtently enter his proteſt againſt it, while, at 
the ſame time, he receives his believing brother, 
who in that sMALL point differs from him; for 


if it be but a miſtake relating to the mode and ſubbC᷑- 


ject of baptiſm, and that miſtake comparatively 
ſmall; the ſcripture, I think, warrants us, and 
Mr. Booth is bound by the ſcripture, to receive 
fuch miſtaken believers into his communion, 
if they deſire it; for whilſt he proteſts againſt 
their ſentiments, as to the mode and. ſubject of 
baptiſm, yet he may receive their perſons 
(though miſtaken) as belieyers in Jeſus; for 


if 
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if Chriſt hath received them, ſurely Mr. Booth, 
as a ſervant of Chriſt, ought not to reject, but 
to receive them likewiſe, I, for my part, think 
immerſion to be as much a human invention, as 
infant ſprinkling; yet I dare not reject any one 
on that account, whom I conſider and regard as 


a true believer in Jeſus; as the Chriſt, and Son 


of the living Gop, 


Obj. 13. As there is but one Gor, and 
one faith, ſo there 1s but one baptifm.” p. 146. 


Anſ. Tre ſcripture tells us there are gods 
many, but, at the fame time, it teſtifies, to vs 
there is but one Gop, even the FaTHER, of whom 
are all things, 1 Cor. vill. 6. and he ſcripture can- 
not be broken, -Our Lord alſo plainly teaches 


us the very ſame, when ſpeaking to his FarRRR 


he ſaid, © This is life eternal, to know thee the 
ONLY TRUE Gop, and Jeſus Chriſt whom thou 


haſt ſent,” John xvii. 3. If this be not the 


plain ſenſe and doctrine of ſcripture, let Mr. 
Booth, if he be able, ſhew us the contrary; and 
ſo clear himſelf from that, which I conceive to 
be a palpable inconfiſtency, viz. of holding there is 
but one true Gop, that Chriſt is his begotten Son, 
and yet Chriſt is that very Gop, whoſe Son he is. 


' 2. Now as there is but one true Gop, ſo 


there is but one true faith, for elſe there are 
faiths many ; but the true faith differs fro 


all, 


m them 
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all, both as to its objef7s, operation, and end; and 
is called therefore a moſt holy faith; the faith of 
Gop's elect:—its immediate object is Jeſus, as 
the Chriſt and Son of Gop, and then Gop him- 
ſelf, even the FarnkR, by him: © for he, ſaith 
Chriſt, that believeth on me, believeth not on 
me, but on Him that ſent me;” and ſo ſpeaks. 
his apoſtle Peter likewiſe, © by him (even Jeſus). 
we believe in Gop, who raiſed him from the 
dead, and gave him glory, that your faith and 
hope might be in Gop.” 1 Pet. i. This true 
faith therefore, is not dead, without good works, 
but living and operative it worketh by love, and 
auercometh the world; — neither is it temporary, or 
only for a ſeaſon; but abiding, and continues 
even to the end of our lives: © for ye are kept, 
ſaith the apoſtle, by the power of Gop, through 
faith, unto ſalvation.“ And as there is but 
ane true Gop, and one true faith, ſo there is but 
ane true baptiſm :—we read indeed of more bap- 
tiſms than one; — Yobn baptized with water, but 
Chriſt baptized with the Holy Spirit, Now the 
queſtion is, Which of theſe doth the apoſtle 
intend in the: paſſage under conſideration ? 
Surely that which is woſt excellent; for can it be 
reaſonably ſuppoſed, that the apoſtle, ſpeaking 
of the one true Gop, and one true faith, as what 
are neceſſary to our ſalvation, ſhould mention 
any baptiſm. with them, but that which is 
eminently excellent. above all other, and neceſſary. to 
our ſalvation alſo, And here it may be obſerved 
likewiſe, that baptiſm with water is no more wor- 

1 un 


4 
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thy to be mentioned with the Baptiſin of the gp 
rit; than Jobn himſelf was worthy to be men- 
tioned with his great Lord and Maſter Jeſus 


Chriſt, of whom he ſays, He that cometh 
after me, is preferred before me, — the latchet of 


whoſe ſhoes J am not worthy to unlooſe.” The 
ene baptiſm therefore mentioned in Eph. iv. doth, 


in my opinion, moſt undoubtedly mean the bap- 
tiſm of the Holy Spirit; and agreeable to this 


ſenſe of the paſſage, the apoſtle, in another 


place, ſpeaking of all the members of Chriſt in 
general, ſays, By one Spirit are we all baptized 
into one body.” 


 Obj. 14. And does not the divinely pre- 


ſcribed form of words (Matt. xxvill. 19.) ſuggeſt 
arguments of unanſwerable force againſt thoſe 
anti- trinitarian errors which now ſo much 
abound.” p. 126. 


Anſ. Here Mr. Booth enters on a new ſub- 


ject, which, (if I were not under a peculiar 
reſtraint,) would probably have been conſidered 
pretty largely, for it is evident that theſe. words 
do not ſo much as hint at the mode of baptiſm, 
or its importance, as a term of chriſtian com- 
munion: —and I think it probable that the 
apoſtles never uſed them as a preſcribed form in 
their manner of baptizing any one, but only took 
the ſenſe of them; for it is obſervable, that thoſe 
Whoare mentioned, as baptized! inthe tuſtory, ofthe 
os Bens 


* 
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Acts, whether by the apoſtles or any other per⸗ 


ſon, are always ſaid to be baptized in the name of 
the Lord Jeſus; and it does not appear from that 


divine hiſtory, they made uſe of any other m. 
but this only. 


Ir is, I think, alfo evident from the con- 


text, compared with ſundry other ſcripture- 
_ - paſſages, what kind of anti-trinttarian errors this 
gbd. form of baptiſm doth proytRr LY oppoſe, 
and by © arguments of unanſwerable force re- 
futes hom all; which alſo ſeems to me plain 


from the very ground and reaſon of Chris, de- 
livering this form, or manner of baptizing to 
his apoſtles, as himſelf had mentioned it, in the 


words immediately. preceding; when he ſaid, 
Al power in beaven and earth is GIVEN to me, 


go ye therefore, &c.“ and in Mark it is "+5 
< When he had ſpoken te them, he was received 


up into heaven, and fat on tbe right hand of Gop * 
and in Lale he ſaid, © Behold I ſend the promiſe 


of my FATHER upon you; — and of HIS TRI 
vITx he had ſpoken to them before, when he ſaid, 

I will pray the Farhxz, and he ſhall give you 
another comforter, even the Spirit trutb which 
PROCLEDETH from the FarHER—he ſhall teach 
you, all things,” — Theſe texts, I think, plainly 


ew what is the true ſcripture. T. rinity, and give 


the true reaſon. alſo why believers in Chriſt, were 


directed to be baptized into the name of the Father, 
aud of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit; and they 
ae all, as I conceive, contained and ſummed 


up 
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up in this one form, made uſe of by the apoſtles, 
when they baptized into the name of the Lord 
Jeſus; — for through him we all have acceſs, by one 
Spirit, unto the Faru ER, Eph. ii. For Gop 
hath bleſſed us with all ſpiritual bleſſings in 


Chriſt Jeſus; all which bleſſings are revealed 


and conveyed unto the winds and hearts of his be- 
lieving people, by the Spirit; © for the things of 
God - knowerh no man, . but. the Spirit of Gov.” 
c Now we have received, ſaith Paul; not the 


ſpirit of the world, but the Spirit which is of 


Gov, that we might know the things which are 
Freely given to us of Gov.” Chriſt, therefore, 
ſaid to his diſciples—* It is expedient for you 
that 1 go away; for if I go not away, the 
Comforter will not come, but if I depart I 


vill ſend him unto you.” — He ſhall glorify 


me, for he ſhall take of mine and ſhew it unto 


you; all things that the Father hath are mine, 


therefore ſaid I, he ſhall take of mine and ſhew 
it unto you.”—Thus it hath pleaſed zhe Father 
that in Chriſt ſhould all fulneſs dwell, —Hence, I 


think, we may plainly learn what is the true 
. Trinity that Gop has revealed in his word; and 


how widely it differs from every thing of that 


a, 


5 Oh. 1 PD « Him that is weak in the faith re- 

| cxive ye,—for Gop has received him,” Rom. xiv. 
1—3.—“ Receive ye one another, as Chriſt 
alſo received us to the glory of God,” xv. 7. 


— Theſe texts, ſaith Mr. Booth, do not ſo much 


T 2 | as 


name, deviſed * beld by * whether antient or 


f 
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| 
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| as mention the Lord's table, nor appear to have 
| the leaſt reference to it,—We are plainly. in- 
formed that the perſons intended were ſuch as 
had not a clear diſcernment of their | chriſtian 
|| liberty, in regard to their eating of meats forbidden 
by the ceremonial law, and the ob/ervation of days, 
i &c. but what has this todo with free communion ? 
is there no way of receiving him that is weak 
in faith, but by admitting him to the Lord's 
table? © I commend unto you, ſays Paul, Phebe 
. our ſiſter, that ye receive her in the Lord.“ Was 
j | her admiſſion to the holy table the principal 
3 thing that he deſited of the believing Romans, 
| on her account,“ &c. p. 76.—* Receive ye 
| one another as Chriſt alſo received us,” &c. 
„ The apoſtle is not here ſpeaking of admiſſion 
fo church memberſhip at all; but, as there was 
ſome difference of opinion about meats, &c. 
which was like to break their communion 
together—the apoftle ſets himſelf to prevent 
this, and to ee a nec GOcHTation, © 5 Bs. 


{ Af. Attuotion thoſe texts 60:1 not in oxpreſ 
| words mention the Lord's table, yet ſome of them 
! ; ſeem' to me to have a plain reference to it; 
| for Mr. Booth himſelf allows that from their 
XD difference of opinion about meats, &c. their 
communion together was likely to have been 
broken; and - the apoſtle ſets himſelf to prevent 
this: — and doth not this plainly imply that 
their communion together at the Lord's table 
Wag likely to WP affected by it? and that the 

apoſtle 


—— 
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apoſtle endeavoured. to prevent this breach be- 
tween them, by adviling them to keep together in 
one communion, notwithſtanding the difference of 
opinion which, ſubſiſted among them: and the 
ordinance of breaking bread ſeems to be that which 
eminently ſignifies the communion of ſaints, in the 
viſible church; for the bread, ſaith Paul, that we 
break, is it not the communion of the body of Chriſt ? 
for we are all partakers of that one bread, 1 Cor. x,— 
beſides ; the apoſtle's reaſon for it, is, I think, 
applicable to all differences that ever did, or may 
| - ariſe between believers, in points not eſſential to 
ſalvation, whether | it reſpect baptiſm, or any thing 
elſe; for it proceeds, and is built on this ground | 
only, viz. the perſon is a believer, therefore receive 
him. And to receive @ belzever in the, Lord, doth, 
- I think, imply nothing leſs, han to receive ſuch 
a one to all the Lord's ordinances with themſelves, as 
a church of Chriſt ; though on ſeveral other ac- 
counts, a believer or an apoitle, may be ſaid to be 
received by them. —Alſo, when Paul ſaid, I am 
made all things to all men, it is doubtleſs to be 
reſtricted to things lawful ; but what are things 
lawful? Thoſe which Gop hath nt forbidden 
in his word :—therefore as Gop has not for- 
bidden any chriſtian church to receive believers 
in the Lord to the holy ſupper, it is not unlaw- 
ful to receive them, though they be not bap- 
tized; and they who think as the apoſtle Paul 
thought, and act as he ated ; in other words, 
are followers of him, as he was of Chriſt, 
will, I am . kindly and heartily 


receive 
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receive them, as he did; notwithſtanding all 
their preſent prejudices, miſtakes, or weakneſſes in 
the faith, about rites, &c, or any thing not 
abſolutely neceſſary to our ſalvation ;' and this 
appears to me evident from the plain drift of all 
his epiſtles, and from the whole of his carriage, 
and exbertations unto all the churches of Chriſt, 
in every place: — “ for in the new creation 
there is neither Greek nor Jew, circumciſion 


one another—as Chriſt received us to the glory 


nor uncircumciſion, Barbarian, Scythian, bond, 
nor free; but Chriſt is all and in all: Col. iii. and 
they who exclude any of the ſaints from their com- 
munion, merely on the account of their differing 
from them about baptiſm, are, I think,” included 
in thoſe of the conciſion, Phil. iii. 2. for though it 
primarily related to certain believing Jews who 
urged circumciſion as neceſſary to the ſalvation of 
Believing Gentiles, and of their having free communion 


with THEM, yet as they cut off and exclude real 


believers from the church of Chriſt, it is juſtly 
applicable to them alſo, For this legal unchriſtiun 
ſpirit and conduct, Peter was ſharply en w 
Paul, at Antioch. 


Oi. 16. Wr are commanded to receive 


of God. Permit me to aſk, ſays Mr. Booth, 
Whom does Gop, whom does Chriſt receive? 


None but thoſe that believe and profeſs faith 
in the Lord Meſſiah? Our brethren. will not 
| affirm it. For if divine compaſſion to the dead 
in fin; if the kindneſs of Chriſt did not relieve. 
the enemies of Gop none of our fallen race 


would 
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would ever be faved. But does it hence follow 
that we muſt admit the unbelieving and the 
unconverted, either to baptiſm, or the holy 
table ? Our gracious Lord freely accepts all that 
delire it, and all that come; but are we bound 
by his example, to receive every one that ſolicits 
communion with us?“ p. 79. 


Anſ. Ma. Booth ſeems to me to have 
ſtrangely miſtaken, or miſrepreſented the apoſle's 
words, where he ſays, Receive ye one another, as 
Go, and as Chriſt received us; Rom. xiv. 1—3. xv. 
7. for the apoſtle, in that place, ſays not a word 
about Goy's ſovereignty, either in election, or in 
the exerciſe of grace for the quickening and con- 
verting of /inners, dead in treſſpaſſes and fins, 
but of receiving ſuch, as were already quickened, 
converted, and believers in Chriſt, into fellowſhip with 
HimsELF, and with his people. I marvel, there 
fore, that Mr. Booth ſhould ſuppoſe his baptiſt bre- 
thren would be afraid to affirm that Gop receives 
none but the regenerated, and believers in 
Chriſt:— Will Mr. Booth venture to affirm that 
Gop- receives the impenitent and unbelieving, whilſt 
they continue in that ſtate of fin and unbelief? 
Fknow not a text in all the ſcripture that ſays 
any thing like it. To ele and quicten dead fin- 

ners, are very different things from receiving them 
into communion with him. Surely, that Gon 
who is glorious in holineſs, and of purer eycs 
than to bebold iniquity, cannot - commune with 
* ſouls, lying dead in treſpaſſes and ſins. 


John 
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John ſays, © If we ſay we have fellowſhip with 


' HIM, and walk in darkneſs; we lie, and do not 
the truth; but if we walk in the light, as ne is in 
the light, then, and not elſe, we have fellowſhip 
one with another, and the blood of Jeſus Chriſt his 
Son cleanſeth us from all ſin.” And again another 
{cripture ſays, Comeout from among them (viz, 
the idolatrous, impenitent, and unbelieving) and 
be ye ſeparate, ſaith the Lorp, touch not the un- 
clean thing, and I will receive you,” &c. Nor is it 
indeed poſſible that Gop, or Chriſt, can receive 
ſinners into their communion, but as.perſons re- 
generated, and obeying the goſpel; — for what fellow- 
ſhip bath righteouſneſs with unrighteouſneſs ? and 
what communion hath light with darkneſs ?, or what 
concord hath Chriſt with belial? Here we ſee both 
how and when Chriſt receive; ſinners, viz. when 

they are converted, believe in him, or turn to 
Gop by him; and this he doth before they are 
baptized; therefore as Chriſt received us to the 
glory of Gop without and before baptiſm ; ſa let 

true believers receive one another. This, I 
think, plainly ſhews what it is to receive ſaints 
as Gob receives them, merely as believers, declar- 
ing and evidencing themſelves ſo to be; with- 
out any reſpect to baptiſm, or circumciſion, or any 
carnal rite whatever. 


= 7 8 to me therefore, that every true. be- 
liever in Chriſt, has a right to the priviledge of 
breaking bread with all ſaints, and ought to be 
Teo gne | received 


before Gop; but judge not, nor trouble the 
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rece ĩvedat ſuch, by every church of Chriſt under 


heaven — Mr. Booth perhaps will ſay, we do not 


reject him as an unbeliever, but as unbaptixtd.— 


The apoſtle indeed ſays, Receive him becauſe 


he has faith; but we, ſays Mr. Booth, do not think 
that the apoſtle meant he ſhould be received into 


church fellowfhip, or communion with us, becauſe 
he has not been baptized as we are, which we 


| j 4 0 be an eFectual bar to any one” S being 
admitted to communion with us. The believing 


candidate may reply, I am notclear that the goſpel 


requires me to be baptized, as previouſly neceſ= 


ſary to a participation of that ordinance z nor am 
I perſuaded that your mode of immierfion is that, 
which the ſcripture hath appointed. Is he weak 
in the faith ? receive him, ſaith the apoſtle, becauſe 
he Has faith, and do not perplex him with 4i/- 

putations about points which are not clear, but 
doubiful to him. Mr. Booth will probably fay, 
the point in queſtion is ſo clear and manifeſt, 

that no one can be ignorant of it, but from a 


| Per ver ſeneſs of ſpirit, or that doth not wil fully 
 ſhur his eyes, that he may not ſee it. The 


apoſtle bids us not to judge one another :— 
but perhaps ſome raſh and baſty ſpirit will 
ſay, who can help judging in this caſe? 
the meet and patient apoſtle replies, tee that are 
ftrong ought to bear the infirmities of the weak, and 
not to pleaſe our ſelbes. Haſt thou more light, and 
ftronger faith in this point? have it to thyſelf 


mind of thy weak brother, leſt by judging 
| * another 
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- another thou ſhouldſt, in the end, condemn 
- thyſelf; receive him therefore as a fellow be- 
_ liever, in Chriſt Jeſus. Mr. Booth indeed ſays, 
what the apoſtle has written in Rom. xiv. xv. 
has no relation to baptiſm, but to certain Jewiſh 
rites and differences about meats and drinks. — 

What then? It was likely to break their union 
and communion together in the church, as we have 
| . Juſt before obſerved; and whatever has the like ten- 
| dency ought, I think, to be conſidered in the ſame 
light; for the apoſtle's main argument to pre- 
vail with them to continue togethen was this, 
that they ſhould regaid each other, both the 
| firong and the weak, as believers in Chriſt; and 
{ in other matters bear, with each, other in love, for 
[ the Lord's ſake; and this, I think, will apply 
{ to all differences among real chriſtians, which are 
! not eſſential to their ſalvation; tor elſe, I con- 
| ceive, the apoſtle's argument would ſeem. to 
{ be weak, and inſufficient to prove that for 
which it was intended; for if any thing what- 
ever, not of a moral nature, but barely ritual, 
might, and ought to ſeparate or exclude believers 
from the Lord's table, the argument drawn 

merely from their being all lelievers in Cbriſt, would 

have been inſufficient to prevent the ſaints from 
| ſeparating from each other, about non-eſſentials. 
| After all, Mr. Booth will probably ſay, though a 
| believer, he is unbaptixed, and therefore we cannot 
admit him among us without breaking the order 
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of the goſpel, and ſo offending, and diſhonoring 
Gop thereby. How. then ſhall this point be 
ſettled betwixt us ?—Gop only can ſettle it. 
Let us then make our appeal to him.—Doth 
Gop receive this weak or miſtaken believer, 
or doth he reject him? The apoſtle replies, in 
very plain terms, Gop hath received him. Ts 
this true? The apoſtle himſelf is witneſs, 
Go, ſaith he, hath received him, and we know 
that his teſtimony is true, and Mr. © Booth him- 
ſelf cannot, and, I ſuppoſe, will not, preſume 
te deny it, —Gov's receiving him then is a much 
greater proof of his having a right to the Lord's 
table, than any thing which the weak believer him- 
ſelf could ſay or do; in order to convince his bre- 
thren of his having a divine right to the holy 
table; for if we receive the witneſs of men, the 
_ witneſs of Gov is greater; and this, I think, ought 
to be admitted as the beſt and ſtrongeſt evidence 
of his right to that goſpel ordinance; for can 
any one reaſonably ſuppoſe,” that Gop would 
receive a perſon into communion with himſelf, 
and with his Son Jeſus Chriſt, and continue 
to vi/it, and bleſs him; and at the ſame time, ſnut 
that perſon out offi houſe; and bolt the door 
againſt him ?—or' that he ſhould bid any of his 
ſervants to refuſe ſuch a one admiſſion into the 
church, or to expel him from it, merely for want 
of obſerving what ſome of his people call goſpel 
order, and that without giving us the leaſt intima- 
tion in his word, of this ſeeming inconſiſtent, 


and very extraordinary conduct of his provi- ; 
1 3 dence 4 
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- dence towards his believing and faithful people — 
His wiſe and faithful apoſtle Paul tells us, Rom. 


xv. the kingdom of Gop is not meat and 
drink, but righteouſneſs. and peace, and joy in the 
Holy Spirit ;” and adds, he that in theſe things 
fſerveth Chriſt, is acceptable with God, and approved 
of men; without mentioning a word about bap- 
tiſm, or any thing of the like carnal nature, and 
ſurely this apoſtle knew as well as any man living 


what are the things in which Gop chiefly 


delights, and whereby Gop is moſt honored and 


- glorified; and his church edified ; according there- 


fore to Paul's doctrine and opinion, all wiſe and 

good men, whom the divine word counts truly 

ſo, both ought to receive, and will approve of 
thoſe whoſe emiable charafter he has given us 
in the words juſt quoted from him.— Now as. 
Gop, himſelf doth actually receive the true be- 
lever and continues tO keep up a gracious commu» 
nion with him: and has not, at any time, forbid 


his moſt approved, and faithful ſervants either to 


deny his admiſhon into his church when he ſhall 

deſire it, or when admitted, to exclude him from 
it, merely for want of water-baptiſm, or any 
miſtake concerning it; who can reject him, and 

be guiltleſs?—Let us all then, on whom the 
name of Chriſt is named; not als depart from. 
iniguity, but alſo follow after peace with all men 
and balineſs, without which 7s man ſhall ſee the 
Lord ;—for we are the rue circumciſion, and par- 
takers of the true baptiſm likewi ile, who worſhip . 


Gor in 2he Spirit; and rejoice in Chriſt Jeſys 5 


and have no confidence i in the fleſh, 


A SUM- 
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A Summary of the ArcumenTs of Both par- 


ties contained in the foregoing Sheets, on 


the SUBJECT, Mop, and IMPORTANCE of 


I. Ox THE SUBJECT. 


TNFANTS are ſuppoſed by many to be the 

ſubjects of baptiſm, from the words of our 
Lord, Suffer little children to come unto. 
me, &c Mark x. 123—16. Alſo from 
1 Cor. vii. 14. ** Elſe were your children un- 
clean, but now are they holy.” From our 
Lord's commiſſion to his apoſtles, © Gs ye into 
all the world, and preach the goſpel to every 
creature, baptizing them,“ &c. Matt. xxviii. 19. 
From the words of Peter in his firſt ſermon 
to the Jews, The promiſe is to you and to 
your children,” Acts ii. From the baptiſm 
of houſholds, as that of Lydia, the Jailors, &c. 
Acts xvi.— Likewiſe from its coming, as 


ſome fuppoſe, in the 8 of n Col. 
li, 11, 12. 


Anſwers. Win evi not a word of the wth 
of the children brought to Chriſt, bur plainly 
tells us they were brought for a very different 
reaſon, not to be baptized, but that Chriſt. might - 
pray for them: and ve them. Nothing therefore 
can be urged from this paſſage in favour of 
Cd 1 Depot” fee that text explained in 


P. 13 
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P. 13—15. of the preceding work 
Paul ſay a word about the baptiſm of thoſe chil- 
dren, whom he calls holy, 1 Cor. vii. 14. This text 
therefore affords not the leaſt proof in ſupport 
of it: ſee the text explained at large. p. 15—19, 


Nor does 


Ovr Lord's commiſſion to his apoſtles, Matt. 


xxviii. requires them to believe firſt, This there- 


fore contains no ground for infant-baptiſimn : 
ſee that text well explained, p. 27, 28. Nor 
does that paſſage in Acts ii, ſpeak of children as 
in a ſtate of infancy, but of their offipring, and 


of the Gentiles, that ſhould believe on Chriſt, as 


they did: ſee the text explained, e 29, 30. 


| Nerruzn where.  houſholds are potion, is 


there the leaſt hint given us of infants being 
baptized among them: In the jailor's it is 
expreſiy ſaid, the apoſtle ſpake the word of 
the Lord to all that were in his houſe, and he re- 


Joiced, believing in Gop with all his houſe;“ 


conſequently there were no infants included in 
his houſhold: this therefore contains no Proof 


of infant- baptiſm, p. 31, 32. | Toes 


No do "IF that the New Teftakivns ive us 
any reaſon t to believe that baptiſm, under the goſſ pel, 
came in the place of circumciſion under the law 


or that the offspring of believing parents, 2 
any more right to- baptiſm than _ of 3 


4 


lievers: ia! ke: | Bf 12 7 E 1% 44 
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Non does it appear from ſcripture, or expe - 
rience that thoſe children who are baptized in 
their infancy, are the better for it; or that thoſe 
who are not ſo baptized are at all the worſe, 
for the want of it.—It is the expreſs doctrine 
of the church of England that repentancè and faith 

are required of thoſe that come to be baptized, 
and yet, ſtrangely inconſiſtent withtherſelf, ſhe 
denies in her practice what with her mouth ſhe pro- 
feſſes to believe. The ſubſtitution” of ſponſors ĩs 
evidently a human invention, having nothing 


in ſcripture: to warrant, 200 * the K e of 
bs n l tt: 


* 
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WI afren read i in e af the baptiſai of 
adult perſons, both men and women ; but never 
that of . infants — though children, on other 
occaſions, are ſeveral times mentioned in the 
New Teſtament; yet when baptiſm is the ſub- 
ject they are not ſo much as once mentioned. 
As then there 1 is neither precept for it, nor eam- 
ple of i it, in all the New Teſtament, infant-bap- 
tiſm cannot be warranted, nor ſupported from 
the word and authority of God ; but e the 

teaching, and authority of men only. 


II. 9 THE Movs OF Fn 


ME chief arguments brought by the advo- 


cates for immerſion, as the true mode of 
baptiſm, Are, I think, theſe : 


* 


q 8 . 1 4 * * 
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1. From Matt. iii. Mark i. « Jeſus Was 
baptized by John i» Jordan :* ſee theſe texts ex- 
. . 


Jui Fa ROM John's baptining 5 in How, "I 
there was much water there, John m. ſeep. 50—52. 


F 3. From Acts viii. They went down into 
the water both Philip and the Eunucb, and he wy 
* him, ſee ane een P. e 


: 4. Frots Rom: vi. 3. 20 Col. ii. 12. * 
they tell us, baptiſm is declared to be a reſemblance | 
of the burial and reſurrettion of Chriſt ; ped 
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20 they ſay properly ſignifies to dip or Plange 
into or rather under water; ſee p. 57==63.—82— 
96. As to the ſuppoſed antiquity of the cuftom, : 
we have nothing to do with it, any further than it 
can be proved from ſcripture, to have been the 
Pe of ns" and. the a; of Cure. 


8 ana — againſt ue 
the mode of W e 


I. Mes of the texts S is plainly 
fay that the perſons baptized were dipped under 
water, nor does it neceſſarily follow that they were 


{0, from any of the * attending their 
| baptiſm, 
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daptiſm and as the ſcripture does not expreſly - 
declare it, we have no divine warrant either to 
ſay, or believe it. 


2, CHyr1STIAN baptiſm, as a gn, repreſents the 
waſhing away of our fins by the blood of Chriſt, 
&c. but this agrees with no figure of it under the 
law, but that of ſprinkling only. ſee p. 78, 79. 


3. Tuis further appears from the ſcriptures 
of the prophets, who plainly declare that Chriſt, 
under the goſpel, ſhould /prinkle many nations; 
and that Gop would cleanſe and purify his-people 
by ſprinkling clean water upon them : but he no- 
where ſpeaks of their being dipped, or plunged 
into water, for that purpoſe. p. 76, 77. 


4. Becavse blood and «water, the types and 
ſhadows of ſpiritual bleſſings, are, by a mode 
of ſprinkling, conſtantly repreſented as applied 
to believers; but never that the believers themſelues, 
the ſubjects of this grace, were applied to them; 
thereby ſignifying, as I ſuppoſe, that the appli- 
cation of their realities for the purging and puri- 
fying of Gop's people from ſin, and all unclean- 
neſs; was not of themſelves, but of Gop.—But ' 
immerſion ſeems to deny all this, and doth, as it 
were, teach profeſſors to take the manner of 
applying ſpiritual bleſſings to themſelves, out of 
\Gov's hands, into their own ; and thereby to invert 
and ſet aſide the wiſe, and gracious order of Gop 


in his application of ſpiritual bleſſings unto his 
X TR N 
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people hence it ſeems to me reaſonable to 
ſuppoſe that the ſubject in baptiſm ſhould not 
be applied to the water, but the water to the ſub- 
jet, becauſe this had ever been Gop's way of 
applying the zypes and ins of ſpiritual bleſſings 
to his believing people of old, and he hath pro- 
miſed, by his holy prophets, that in the laſt days, 
he would in the ſame manner cleanſe them, under 


the goſpel, p. 76—79. 


5. BapTiSM by ſprinkling, and not by immer- 
fiin, is, I think, plainly ſignified in 1 Cor, x. 
ſee p. 72, 73. alſo in Heb ix, ſee p. 65, 66.—That 
baptizo likewiſe is uſed, to expreſs, not corpo- 
ralimmer/ion, but a partial or flight waſhing of the 
hands, as a religious rite, or ceremony of the Jews, 
before eating; ſeems to me plain from Matt. 
xv. Mark vii. Luke xi. fee p. 83. 


6. Breausz the word Bapto, which properly 
- ſignifies to dip, is not ſo much as once uſed to 
denote the ordinance of baptiſm, which, I think, 
plainly intimates that Baptizo is not uſed by 
the ſacred writers to expreſs an act of dipping, 
but rather that of waſhing and ſprinkling ; and 
therefore alſo they are carefully diſtinguiſhed, as 


words of different impart, throughout ihe ſcripture ; z 
Hee p. 57—63. 


7. Jonx's ſuppoſed manner of boptiving: by 
immerſion, &c. is without a precedent, or any 
reſemblance of it, either in the law of Moſes or 
the prophets. —Mo ofes and the pricts were com- 


manded 
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manded to purify the people, not by plunging 
them in water, but by the ſprinkling of blood and 
water upon them ;—and is it probable that John 
ſhould dip perſons under water, both men and wo- 
men, and that in the moſt public places, without 
the leaſt intimation from ſcripture, whether their 
bodies had any covering on them, or not? or 
aſſigning any reaſon for this hitherto unknown prac- 
tice in Gon's worſhip; p. 92, &c.—the baptiſm of 
the Spirit is alſo expreſſed by the ſame word baptizo, 
and this, I think, leads us to its true meaning, as it 
was uſed, and intended it hould be underſtood, by 
the apoſtles; now the baptiſm of the Spirit was 
by pouring, &c. and as pouring the Spirit on a 
believer, is baptiſm with the Spirit; certainly 
pouring water on him, is baptiſm with water, p. 
84, &c.—As then there is no expreſs command for 
dipping a perſon under water in baptiſm, nor 
any certain example of it in all the bible; I look 
upon it as much a human invention, as that of 
infant-ſprinkling ; neither of them have, in my 


opinion, any divine warrant, or * for 
it, in the word of Gop, 


III. On Taz IMrORTANcR of WATER-BAPTISM, 


ERE a great ſtreſs is laid by Mr. Booth, on the 

. ſuppoſition, that the apoſtles admitted none 

but baptized perſons to the Lord's table :—an- 
ſwered p. 117, 118.,—and that to receive unbap- 

wt nant among be is . the order 
5 \..:o-of 
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of 2 goſpel, and the er laws of Chriſt; and 
further, that it has been always the cuſtom of the 
church to receive none to the Lord's table without 
baptiſm, &c. To this it is replied, we know of no 
politive law of Chriſt that is broken by it; nor or- 
der of the goſpel that is thereby changed, or made 
void, —Gop hath no-where forbidden a believing 
man, for want of baptiſm, to be received into his 
church; but, on the contrary, he himſelf receives 
them, and hath ſet his people an example to do 


the ſame.—Let us then, as many as are of the 


houſhold of faith, be imitators of HIM as his dear 
children; and walk in love, as Chriſt alſo hath 
loved us, and given himſelf for us :—To whom 
be glory, and dominion for ever. . Amen, 
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